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« 1 i Couta not without mnt ice; = 

j have dedicated this Book © 

H to any but your Lordſhip, be- © 

1 cauſe, as there 1s no perſon to 

y whom TI am ſo much obliged, ſ0 

J. there 1s. no member of either 

y Houſe of Parhament that haths 
1 #6 freely and generouſly owned 

j the Proteſtant intereſt. As 

for my Obligations to your 
RE Lordſhip - ©} 
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Lovdſhip , becauſe they are. fa 


WT 


Proteſtant mtereſt m the Houſe 
of Peers , it was 0 emment, 


and accompanied with _ ſuch | 
zeal and courage, that (next: 
under GOD, and the King } 


your Lordſhip may deſervedly 


F. be ſtiled the chief aſſerter and. 
promoter of ut, and conſequently. 


too great to-be expreſ} , it i} ; 
2 - to.take p. $a Kg of : , 

expreſſmg my thankfulneſs for | 
t rZhem, and therefore I takethis. 
'  orcaſion to proclaim my thank- 
| fulneſS tothe World. As for. 
' your Lordſhips late owning the 
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the aſſerter and promoter of the 
zutereſt of England. Forthe mte- | 
reſt of the Proteſtant Rehgion,, 
and the mtereſt of this Kingdom, : 
are [0 interwoven, that the wel. 


_ fare ? 


Dedicatory. | 
JI fare or the rume of either , is 
q the welfare or rume of both- 
1 Now being obliged by your 
1 Lordſhip , both as an Engliſh 
1 Proteſtant, and alſo more par- 
| ticularly m my private capact- 
4 ty, I beſeech God to grant that 
4. your hfe may be long and pro- 
1 /perons ,, your e Memory and 
| Loſterify honourable , as long 
1 2s the Sun and Moon ſhall eh- 
dure, and your Sout and Body” 
| eternally happy-, when Time | 
| ſhall benomore. To this Pray- *', 
er I ſhall ouly add, that I am 
anfeignedly, 
My Lord 
Tour Lordſhips 

Moſt affeftionate honourer 

and moſt humble Servant, 
S. .. 
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Chap: I. ys 

Oncerning the Expoſitiqn of theſe words, 7 

This is my Body. Page Ic 
Chap. 11. 


2, Concerning the Eaps frion 0 * the ſewvordry ; 
He that cateth my felt, an et my | 
bloud hath oval life. My fleſh is meat in-F. 
deed , &*C. P. 10. 

Chap. 117, > : 

3. Againſt Tranſubſtantiation. P. 19%; 


- IV. v4 

4. Againſ# the veal preſence of of Chrifts Body in | 
the Hoſt or _ wafer 'P. 32.1 
ap, V. "Y. 

43. Arn the adoration Saab o the | 
©, $6} 

Chap. v7. 1 

6. Againſt the takiug away of the cup P.78. 
Chap. y11. 

7, Againſt the Maſs. Cs P.91. 
Chap. v1. we, 

$. Cowiging anſwers tothe objeFrzons of the 

Romilh DoGors, P, 112. 
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JK was one Myon{{tur de. Ri 
{40 , Philoſophy-Profeſibur in. 
{ the Royal —_ at N:/omes,” 
« © City of Langue | C 11 þ; FAME, 0 
:| whereit was written. But as 

«| ſoon as it was Printed , it was - 
4 ſuppreſt by. the Command'o& . / 
7 Authority, . prohibiting allper- _* 
4 ſons to keepany of them, upon. 
] Iknow not what ſeyere penal-, 


9-0 


Y 


4 ties, and ſuch Copies as could: 
| be found, were publickly buenr- 
3 by the Hangman, about 1660. 
{ Whereupon the poor Gentle-- 
man, forfearof being condem-' » ? 
nedto keep company with his 
Books, wasforced to fly toGe-' 
neva, Where he not long after'' 2 
| dyed. Theſe ſeyeritiesof our: - ..; 

 Adyerfaries bring to my re---. 4 
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membrance what a learned and! 
ingenious Frenchman once cold 
me, 07S. thatthis (mall Tract 
hath more netled their party} 
than any one piece thatever] 
wasextantin France fince the- 
Reformation of Religion there.:; 
| Whether that be a miſtake Tf, 
| know not, but this I dare affirm;: | 

that though many {xmous men '{ 
of that Kingdom vey ; in the} 


memory 0 this Age , written? 
very ſmartly again _ Romiſh 
. herehfies; yet there is not one of } 


themwhoſe perſon and writings 1 
have had ſuch hard meaſure. } 
Whence it appears that our ! 
Author( his very enemies being | 
judges / hath made good what 
he undertook \ vzz. he hath | 
deſtroyed that great Dzanathe 

Maſs ' 
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'8 T be Preface. 

F Maſs, and hath alſo, by way 
q of prevention, deſtroyed all the 
1 Arguments made: uſe of by the 
i Romſh Doctors for the reſtor- 

{ ing: and re-eſtabliſhing of her : 

|] which he hathſo well pertorm- 
Jed, that to = ping , not 
{ one of them hath.dared ſo much 

[as to attempt to revive her, by 

| ons Th Book 3; ſo that 
here youmay ſee her laid in her 
are, without hope of refurre- 
10n ; and therefore the Book 
| may very fitly be termed, T he 
Funeral of the Maj$,and-conle- 
quently the: Funeral of Romſ# 
| herefies: and idolatries-, as the 
Author well obſerves. For the 
truth is the Maſs and the Rso- 
1h Religion are almoſt con- 
vertible terms , ſo that-if the 
| | former. 


. The Prefate. 3 
- former bedeſtroyed, the latter Ni 
muſt 'yaniſh into- its firſt no-] W 
thing-, and therefore our Au 4 
heekaving deſtroyed the Maſy 2! 
hath deſtroyed the thing called}: 
Popery too. As for the mon-| V: 
ſtrous abſurdities and blaſphe+4 © 


mies which flow from this one}. P 
| 


Romiſh doctrine of the ſacrifice}. 
of the Maſs , they would fill 
whole yolumes; but I ſhall con4 
tent my ſelf to ſay that the Maſs 
conſiſts of more grofs and abo- 
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ft 
minable$uperſtitions, Phanati- 4 
ciſms, and Idolatries', than ever: 
have been believed or practi? 
ſed by the moſt ignorant Pa 
gans. What the tenets of the Ro- 
maniſts are, and what their pra- 
tices have been in reference toi 
ProteſtantMagiſtrates and peo#4 t 
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ple, - woful and ſad experience! 


The Preface. 

| hath ſufficiently taught -the- 
| world.I ſhall only all Mat they 
are as pernicious to our bodies, 
and eſtates, as their heretical * 
|. Doctrines, and idolatrous Ser- 
| vices are to our Souls. And 
| conſequently to introduce Po- 
| pery into this Kingdom would 
[ be an a&t as unpolitick as Anti- 
| chriſtian , as hath been demon- 
ſtrated in that incomparable 
| piece , entituled, T he eſtabli- 
1 /hed Religion in oppoſition to Po- 

$ery. But becauſe (Iknow not 
j by what ſtrange infatuation or 
| enchantement , or rather by 
| what wonderful judgement of 
{ God ) this monſtrous, abſurd, 
1 anddeſtructiye( ſhall Icall it ) 
{ Religion prevails amongſt us, I 
| thought good to Engliſh and 
4 Print this ſmall Treaſ. as the 
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beſt Antidote againſt Popery © 
{ the Holy Scripture excepted} 
that ever I read; and foroughtY 
know, it is not inferior to thi | 
beſt of this kind , that ever wa 
yet extant : to which opinion 
_ the harſhuſage it hath had trom 
our Adyerfaries , as aforeſaig. . 
doth certainly give no ſmall Le 
| ftimony. Butl know chartt 
holy Scripture itſelf cannot pra 
tit exceptGod be pleaſed to giv 
'his bleſſing , muchleſs can thi 
Book; and therefore, Tearneſk 
ly beſeech him that he woul 
make it proſperous and ſuceſ$ 
ful for the good of Souls; and] 
any ſhall receive benefit by it 
 'Idefire them to give him all thi 
glory, and then Tfhall think mf 
- Tell infinitely recompenſed idf | 
my pains in tranſlating ic. Tl 
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Concerning the Expoſition. of theſe words. 
. This i my Body. 


\HE Romaniſts are wont to tell us, 
that theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt , This 
_ # my Body, *are ſo clearto prove the 
Real Preſence of Chriſts Body in the Holt, 
and conſequently to prove Tranſubſtantiati- 
on ( or the ſubſtantial converſion of the. 
Bread into Chriſts Body ) that they are ama- . 
zed we cannot perceive fo manifeſt a truth. - _ 
Againſt which I form this Argument: He # 
that ſpeaks contrary to the uſage of all the 
. World , andtakes Words otherwiſe than all 
other men do, mult without doubt -, ſpeak 


B yay 


F The Funeral of the Maſs, 
very obſcurely : But it Jeſas Chriſt by theſe 
words, This 1s my Pody, had meant the real} C 
preſence ofhis Body in the Hoſt (as the Ro B 
miſh Dg&ors aſſert -) and conſequently had n 
meante ſubſtantial converſion of the Bread] bc 
nw bor , hehad ſpoken contrary to the?ſ |: 
comme ae of- all the world, and had ta. t 

ken ths words otherwiſe than all other men ' 
do, which I thus prove. There was neverany 

Author either ſacred or prophane, that made : 

uſe ofſuch words as theſe, This zs my body, to! 

- ſi20ific the ſubſtantialconverſion of one thingy: 

into another;or to ſignifi thereal preſence of* 

a thing immediatly atter the pronouncing of 
them,and not before. On thecontrary, there 
was neyerany man that did not"ufe them to. 
fionifie, that the thing wasalready that which 
it was ſaid tobe. Forexample, When Gcd } 
the Father, ſpeaking of Jeſus Chriſt,faid, This" 
= 275 my beloved Son; it 1scertain that Jeſus Chriſt 
 wasthe Sor of God before God faidit: and - 
in common uſage it is never ſaid this isthat,:; 
 exceptthething be ſo betorc it is ſaid to be? 

ſo. Forexample , We do not faythisis 4. 

Table, beftorethat , which we mean by the , 
word,this, be a Table. Therefore it is contrary . 
tothe comman ſtile of all Authors, as well ſa-- 

_ _*@r&dasprophane. , and contrary to the com- 4 

F---- Mm uſage ofall men, to maketheſc words of | 
E, us Chrilt , This is my body, to fignifie the 

| FE.  - ſubſtamial 4 
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Or the Maſs dead and buried. 3.. 
ll fibſtantial conyerſfion of the Bread ints 
all Chriſts Body ;: and the real preſence of his 
>. Body inthe Hoſt , immediatly after the pro- 


Y 


dJ- nouncing ofthem by the Prieſt, and not be- 
id] forc. Scing then that Jeſus Chriſt, when he 
ef] faid, This is ney Body, did not ſpeak contrary 
a4 to the comman uſage of all the world,and did 
n © rot take the words otherwiſe than all other 
y | mendo,it neceſſarily follows that theſe words 
e | of Teſus Chriſt, This is my Body, do not ſigni- 
$ fie the ſubſtantial converſion of theBread into 
J. Chriſts Body,nor the real preſence of Chriſts 
Body inthe Hoſt immediatly after the Prieſt 
hath pronounced them, and not'before. And 
this being ſo, the Romiſh Do@ors mult ſcek 
ſome other paſlages of Scripture , than this, 
This is my Body,to prove ſuch a conyerſion&c 
ſuch a prefence;and ſcing they can find none, 
conclude that ſuch a converſion & ſuch a pre- 
fence, have no foundation in holy Scripture. 
2. That which I haveſaid concerning com= 
mon uſage is founded oa this reaſon, wiz. be- 
cauſe things muſt be before there can be any - 
Image, Pifture, or Repreſentation of them, 
and conſequently Images are after thethings, 
whereof they are Images: But words arethe 
Images of conceptions, and conceptions the 
Images of things: thereforethings are ſuch be- 
fore we can really conceive them to be ſuch, 
- and we concciyethemn to be ſuch,, before we 
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+ The Flmerid of theMuſs.:  I}JF 
can fay they are fuch. Therefore thadY x, 
which Jeſus Chriſt held and gaye to his diſcips} g, 
tcs;exprefled by the word, this, was his bady, | « 
- before he'conceived that it was his body, and} £g 
hd conceived that it was his body;, bellies he] þ 
fiid, This is my Body; . and conſequently it is] « 
not by vertye-of theſe words, This is my Bodyg: 
that thatwhich Jeſus Chriſt cave to:his Dil 
ciples expreſſed by the word this, was his bo. 
dy ; buttather it is by bleſſing the bread, or. 
thankſgiving that the bread was made the bo+ 
dy of Chriſt, becauſe it was made the Sacra». 
ment! of-it.” | Whence. it follows that thele&}] * 
wotds,; this it my Body, muſt:beexpounded | | 
thus, #his Bread is my Body, and theſe words 
this bread is my Body , "muſt be expounded 
thus, this bread is the Sacrament of my body; 
which'I provethus. —=—=__— P 
3. APropoſition mult be expounded acs } 
cording to the nature ofthethingiin queſtions 
- forexample, it a nan pointingat the Kings ; 
perſon ', ſhould ſay it is the King , the pros, 
poſition muſt beexpounded thus, this is the 
Kings -perſon -, becauſe the Kings perſon is 
meant: But it a man coming intoa Painters W/ 
Shop |, and 'pointing at the Kings Picture, * 
ſhould ſay, this is the King, the. Prapoſition : 
muſtbe expounded thus, this rs the Kings pic- } 
eure; becauſc here his Pifture is meant. Even « 
if Jeſus Chriſt laying his hand on arent 1 
BPs) , had 


1} 


j 
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J Sign , or Sacrament of. it ; becauſc his very ' 


i 


Or the Meſs dead and $uried $ 
had faid, this is my Body, we, muſt without | 
doubt have underſtood the Propoſition con- 
cerning his real. Body, and notconcerping the 


body had beeg then meant, and not the ſignor 
Sacrament of .it.: But TESUS CHRIST 
being about to inſtitute the Euchariſt, and to 
that end.,- having taken bread , bleſſed it, and 
given it to his Diſciples , 'with theſe. woras, 
Take, eat, this my body, it is evident that 
they muſt be anderſtood of the Sacrament of 


4: . his Body , and the propoſition muſt be ex- 
pounded thus, this is the Sacrament of my 


Body, becauſe here the Sacrament of his body 
is meant. * And ſcinga Sacrament is yiſtble 
fign of an inviſible Grace,: as the Council of 
Trent ſaith, in its.ſixth Sefſion, it is evident 
that this Propoſition, This 'is my Pody, bes 
ing expounded by this,” this ts the Sacrament 
of my Body, may be'expounded thus -, this 
is the ſign of mybody;;; which I confirm thus. 

. 4. Intheſetwo propoſitions ,: This is my -4 
body, this cup is the New Teſtament in my 
bloid, the. word-{ ix )-'muſt be taken in tlie 


” T 


F fameſcuſe, becauſe they are alike , having 


been pronounced upanthe ſame matter, viz, | 
the one upon one part ofthe Sacrament,& the 
other uponthe other part. of it : and becauſe _ 


of like things-we muſt Þive-a like jndgewent;- 


But in this Propolitiot: ;.thiscap: is thentw - 
f; 9 IF B 3 Teſlament 
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ibnt, the word (z5) is not taken for a tek 
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I oy | ndtranſubſtantiated being ; but for a 4* 
- exgttehtal and fignificative being : becauſe} * 
MKerthe cup nor that whichisin the cup, is] © { 
hanged intoa Teftament ; neither is it real-4 ; 


*. - and properly a Teſtament , but the Sacra«: 
_.*. ment of the New Teament. Therefore in 
:-..thisPrepoſition likewiſe, this is my bady,the 
-.- wþt{») is nottaken for a real and tranſuls.. 
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Rantiated being but for a ſacramentaland ſigz | 
{.*> -Nificative being: and conſequently as this pro«' 
WE: poſition, this cup is the New Yeflamenr,clh J. 
#: , -beexpounded thus ; the Wine that.isin the 

-. cup.isthe ſign and Sacrament ofthe new Te ' 


. 


pb: - -tament : fo this Propoſition, this is my body,-- 
"4: Imjſtbe expounded thus, this Bread isthe ſigh / 
E- Spd Sacrament of my Body. Whence it fol- 
&.-Jswathat in one ſingle Propoſition of Teſus 
E > Bla theinſtitution of the-Sacrament of | 
x. *- theEuchariſt, 'viz. this capis the New Teſta- | 
"- '. 3nent, thercaretwo nee, one in the word / 

" Cup; deing taken for that which is in the cup, 
this isa figure called a'Metonymie ; whereby * 
the thing containing is taken for the thingcon- 
tained. - The other figure is , that the cup is 
called the New Teſtament : this is alſo a fi- * 
pure called a Metonymie, whereby the ſigns 
called by the name ofthe thing ſignified. . And. | 
therefore the Romy/b Doors are. miſtakewys 
when they tell us that all that Jeſus. Chriſt on | 
os when / 
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of my Body, this Wine is the Sign and Sacra- 

ment of my Bloud, we do not mean that the 

' Breadand Wine are barely. and ſimply fiSns 

- of Chriſts body and Bloud ; but we believe 

'$ thattheBread and Wine in the Euchariſt are 

3 Afignsthat do exhibit the Body and Rloud of 

_ Chriſt to Believers : For whenthey do;by the 
$ -mouthofthe Body receive the breadandwine - 
of the Euchariſt, they do at the ſame time, by 
the mouth of the foul, viz. by Faith”: receive 4 
the Body of Chriſt brcken, and his bloud ſhed  - 
for the remifſicn of their ſins, as will be prov- :;4 
ed in the next Chapter. WEE 
6. Add hereunto this one. Argument : 
W hen a man faith that athing is ſuch, ifithe 3 
_notſuch, during the whele time , whichhe ; 
imploys in ſaying it isſach , he makesafalfe ? 
Propoſition. -For example, When a.man' :} 
. faith that a wall is white , if itbenotwhite, , 7 


of Eag uote time be mp s in ſayingit © 
IS 4 T2 


he makes a falſe propoſition. But(ac-" 3 


B4 ' carding 3 
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S _TheFanernloftheMaſi, . .?} 
pro Ou doors) ,whet: Jeſif 
_ Chriſtfaid , *rhisis my body 5 it was not his 
; body during the whole time which he ing 


Chriſt uttered afalſe propofition , which be 


- my Body,was his body, not'only after he hat? 


faid it,bnt alſo while he was ſaying it, and be= 
fore he ſaid it... And here we-have this advari- 
_ tage of thoſe.of the Romiſh Church , thatwe 


. 


' believe;the truth oftheſt words of JeſusChriſt 
 thisis my 6 Caper better than they do; be- | 
l 


_ cauſethey be 


ſeveral times, viz. before he ſaid it, whes he 
| was faying it, and after he had faid it. But here 
mori obje& that we muſt not take the 


words of our Lord in toorigorousa ſenſe,and 


© 


| lieveit at onetime only ,v1i4.. af- | 
terhe had ſaid it :- but we believe it at three- | 


' that intheſe words, this is my body, we muſt * 


take the preſent tenſe for the next future, and 


'* thenthe ſenſe will be this , this will immedi- 


atly be my body. To which I anſwer, that 
the Romi/h Doftors will have us take theſe 
* words , thisis my body, in the rigor of the 


| literal ſenſe, and thenthe Propoſition is evi- + 


 yidenthyfalfe. - Iknow that the preſent teriſe | 


may | 


40 
7 | | MC 
- ployed in ſaying , this #5 viybody ; forthe... 
ſay, it was bis Bondy afterwitnl only: Ther i 
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fore rn, = the Romiſh Doors, Jefagh.' 
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ing blaſphemousto affirm, we muſt lay.down - 


this fora foundation , that that which'Jeſtis} p 
' Chriſt gave his Diſciples wheh he ſaid, this 2 
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may be takenfor the next future ; as when 


Teſus Chriſt id ,;T go to may Facher , and 

our Fa yy tom Ti and to your 
CoA fnxl F nll 6 tpeedily.- B But who 
'fabbe ſo bokl'aid;i od wo toafhrm that 
this ſpeech is without a 1 Figus e;ſaingallGram- 
marians know that it is a Figure called £nal- 
lage oftimie?: therefore:the-Romiſh Dgftors 


; | -muſt confeſs that by: their owh DoQrine this 
4 Propoſition 6f Jeſt&Cheiſt; .this is My body 


$i 


is-cicher-faIe Or rative 4 and: that ang 
isnottalſe; ifitmult be figurative ., and 
the figure maſtbe:xMeron onyntie, whereby the: 


fign takes the'rfame of the thi TRE: (as: 
hath already been OI I Not an Enab-. 
lage arena SH. 
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© bath eternal life. My fleſh 3s meat indeed, 8 


CHAP. 1]. .. -r 
'Concerning-the Expoſition, of theſe, wore : 
He that eatethwiy fleſb, and drinketh my hall - L 

3 


- 3, FN this Chapter I ſhall prove that Jeſi 
"1-41 I Chriſt ſpeaks ofa ſpiritual cating | ang 
drinking byFaith,: arid not of a corporal cats | 
Ing anddrinking bythe mouth of the dodyy 
My firſt argumentis this. Whena man would 
Jatisfic be bunger, and quench his thirſt, hel - 
£ateth and drinketh that thing, which he hun jj 
rs and thirſts after ; becauſecating ſatisfierh} 
unger, and drinking quencheth thirſt : Bug 
it is by Faith , that is, by believing in Jeſus] 
Chriſt, that we ſatisfic the hunger,an1 quench} 
the thirit which we have after Chriſt ; for it is | 
ifthe fixthof St. Jobs, He-that- comethto me 
hall never hunger, and he that believeth in me 
ſhall never thirft: Therefore it is by Faith or | 
 bybelieving, that we eat and drink Jefus. 
Chriſt; and conſequently the cating of Chriſts | | 

fleſh, anddrioking his blaud is fpiritual, and | 
horeorporal. _ 
2. My ſecond Argument is this: TeſusChriſt 1 
faith, He that eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my 1 
| Bloud bath eternal life. And except ye eatthe F 
fiehh of the Son of man and drink hs ", ye 

14TC 1} 


| Or the Maſs dead and buried. 11 © 
have nolife in you, John 6.. But it is the ſpi- 
- ritual cating and drinking by Faith that gives 
life eternal, and not the corporal eating and 
. drinking by the mouth ofthe body ; becauſe 
_ many Reprobates ( according to the very dg-. 
Qrine of Rome it ſelf) do'corporally cat the 
fleſh,” and drink the bloud of Chriſt, and yet 
ſhall not inherit eternal life. EE 
_ 3. The third Argumentis taken from. St. 
* Augiſtine, and Cardinal Cajetay, who ex- 
. pound the words of Jeſus Chriſt as we do. St. _ 
Auguſtine in Bock. 3. of Chriſtian Dottrine, 
. ſpeaketh thus, To eat the fleſb of Chriſt is a fi- 
 gure, teaching us to partake of Chriſts Paſſion, 
_ end to imprint in 0ur memories with delight &* 
| profit, that Chriſt was crucified for 5. -Card. 
_ Cajetan in his Commentary on St..Tohx 6. 
ſaith, To eat the fleſh of Chriſt; and drink his 
bloud,s faith in Chrifts death ; ſothat the ſenſe _ 
. #5 this, if you uſe not#he death of the Son of 
man as meat &d:ink,ye ſhall not have the life 
oftheSpirit in you And havingfufficienly pro- 
ved his Expoſition, he adds © To eat and drink 


. _ the Sacramentis athing common; as well to 


thoſe that eat unworthily, as to'thoſe that eat 
. worthily , but that whith Jeſus Chriſt here 
ſpeaks of, 35 not common to both, for he ſaith, 
| hethat eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my bloud, 
hath vernal life ; he ſaith not be thateateth 
| worthily end drinketh worthily, but he that 
_ 
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.-* _ - gives ps, we muſt know likewiſe how Jeſiis 


t> 2h p : 
eateth and drinketh; * Whence it clearly a N 
pears,” that according'to the Letter, heſpeah 
' not of cating, and drinking the Sacramentg 
the Euchariſt, bur: of cating and drinkitis & 


' death of Jeſus Chriſt. 


4. Now that we may clearly underſtanl tio 

this doQrine, we mult conhider, whereinths di 

_ ' life which Tefus Chriſt gives us; detheonſilt | * 
- for ſeeingthe flſhof Jefus Chriſt is meat ta! 
© vb becauſe it 'givesbs life ; it is evidenttharif: 
we know what life that is which Tefus Chiift; 


ix 


- Chriſt is mcatto us, and conſequently how 
we cat him. But to know .whatthat life is! 
which Feſus Chriſt'gives us,we muſt conſider- 
- what that death ivin which 'we wers inval. 
- ed; whichis exprefſed by St. Pdnl,:Epheſ,'2. 
| tathefe words: When we were dead in ſons 99 
' treſpaſfes God hath quickened-us together withs. 
_ Chyiſt: by grace ye are ſaved; and conſequent= 
- Iy the death in which we were involved, con. 
-Sftsin two things, faſt in the cure ofthe / 
"Law, which imports the privation of felicity,,,. 
' andthe ſuffering oftemporal and eternal pu-l 
 nifhmentfor our fins > Secondlyit conſiftsin* 
| anhabitual corruption, whereby ſin raignsirr « 
_ us; & therefore it isfaid 1 Tim, «. The widhw 
that lives in pleaſure is deadwhile ſhe liveth.. 
Alſo ſins are called dead works, Heb. 10 So * 
tharthelite which Jefits Chriſthath purcha- 
--d for us, cynſifisintwy things. Firſt, In. 
: acliyerance: 


F 


= fk _ AitedPhryed.. 1% 
eeliverance from the* curſe of the Law by the ' 


pardon bf our ſihs,as St..Þ di rells.us Fey b. 
Led wort 'quickened:you x ge en ON 
hayhng) forg:ven you all rreſpal *r, Motcng of oge 
«bb; igation that ivas agdinſt us ; EE 
tigation p roceeded from the Lay, beruuleye 
did obli eAltherranſs reſlors: of it toa 
Secondly, It 5onfiſtgin re? eneration, or fab - 
Aification, whereof Jefus Chrif aca 
Toh.3: ſaith, Except # man be botn aj Tho 
not enter into the King dom bf CoandSt. Pail, | 
He.12.Without þalinef 10 man /halſee theLor Cn 
" Therefore ſeing that js We whichTeſusChr 
hath purchaſedfor iis; confifts inthe pardon of 
our fins, andiirour. regehieration, and Gnti- 
fication, which ends in'glorification; and hit 
Tells Chriſt is called 'meat incefer ence. to this-, 
life, 'wemufft conſider the rfieans Wet 
Teſus Chriſt hath purchaſed thefe things 
us; and ks it is certain that his death isthe 
means, by which he hath purchaſed paxdon: 
of firis,, arid regeneration, wemuſt, coriclude 
that feſus Chri is the foodand nowillinegr 
of our ſouls In regard of therneritofhis death. 
F But that Tefus Chriſt by his death hath'pur- 
{ *chaſedlif forus, ( thatis juſtification, which. | 
' conſiſts inthepatdon of our {ins, and res Bo 
ration, which conſiſts in holineſs of life- Yap- 
, pears by theſe paſſages of Scripture vi%,. We- 
are juſtified by the Foud of Chriſt,” andi#&0n- 
viled+0 Cod by oath, Rom. 5. We have 


— +4 


_—_ ralofthe Maſs... 

Nd by bis pp even the emiſien 

ſins. Epheſ. 1. He bath reconciled usin then 

[3-5 by fe fleſh by his teeth, be py 
ut KS 70 


ly, withou 14 BlbmelePi 
eh. Col. 1. Weare Jen fed fied by the offi 
of the body of FeſusChriſt once for all. i 

Chieft loved, the Church, aid gave himſelf of 
it,that he might ſanfifie- and cleanſe it wit 
the waſbing of water by The i word, that by 
might þr py it unto himſelf a gloriousChurc 1 
"exc. Ep "Therefore ſcing Jeſus Chrilt: 
hath Tatchaſed life for usby his death, and' 
that his fleſh and bloud are our Pos _ T . 
drink ( becauſe they purchaſ@ life eternal for Y 
us onthe Croſs, viz, the remiſſion of our Tn | 
and ſanAification, endi gon fication.) v 

| It; follows that Teanga. Ja -  felusC of e 

is applyed to us for righteouſneſs 7 ſan 
cation,. isthe ſame by which we eat the fleſh -]. 

of Chriſt, and drink his blood. Bui thisaRi- 4 
on is nothing elſe but Faith, asthe Scripture | 
| tellsus: Being juſtified F/ up we we peace F 
|. "with God, Rom. 5. God porn es our hearts by + 
faith, Att. 15. Hethat believeth bath eterugl 
life, Toh. 6. From what hath been ſaid I form | 
this Argument. '"That AQtion whereby we 
obtain remiſſion of ſins, and GanRificdion, 
ending in glorification, is the fame, whereby ' 

we have that life, which JeſusChriſt hath pur- 

chaſed for us by his death ; becauſe 16-4 life” 

4 | princt- 
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ſaoftification, as wehaye proved.Butthe , 
gber c i O1 by. the-1 QU! ; MIRO 
| ere dy-weobtain remiſſion ns,and ſan 
. "Wification, as wehave alfo proyed. Therefor 
. the ſpiritual cating and drinking by faith is the 
and not the corporal. cating and drinking by 
"themouth. And, conſequently ſeingin St. 


s 
9 


Cy 


Toby, 6. acertain cating-and drinking is Fo- 
. ken of, whereby we havethatlife w ich Te- 
. ſus Chriſt hath purchaſed forus by his death ; 
; it is evident that a ſpiritual cating and drink- 
-ing js thereſpoken of, .and nota corporal. , 
-.-:- 3. From, what hathrbeen faid it appears, 3 
-that when Jeſus Chriſtfaith, ' my fle/b xe mear © ©: 
. - indeed, &c. the figure fallsupon the word 
4 : meat, which is taken'not for corporal but ſpi- 
rittial meat. The reaſon whereofis, that cor- 
poral food is that/ which is. appointed forthe 
.hoariſhment of the 'body., -as ſpiritual food 
-is that which is appointed. for the-nouriſh. 
;mentofthe ſoul ;' ſo-that akhough. carporal 
food be taken by the mouth ofthe body, yer 
that only doth not make it to be corporal 
food, except it be taken for the nouriſhment 
ofthe body; otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, a 
bullet, &'5, which a man {ſhould ſwallow 
| would 


wo Funtvebv} ths Maſt: X 4 "Y 


WY 
ralfood ; - which is abſurd] 


«would be corpora 
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which js appointed for Or wed zoy 
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body. 1s a:into the pv ae oſ- 
oy but tht body. of Chriſt is not changed it; 
eg efub acc ofourbodics:: Theretored 
1of isnoth Gorporalfood; backs 
Ae Bet n,, andhisbleudfſhed -6tvthe:crd 
is a ſpiritual fooY., which Ek the ſou 
"of thoſe,, who by a true and lively faith; -doY* 
embrace this PR broken, and this bloud 
hed; thatis, who do-wholly reſt and rely ons 
che marir  bftsfeath and paſlionfor obtain... 
ingrict metcy.from God: ' Ak certainly, feing” 
t the life which, Telas Chriſt ves usb ks 'Þ 
death; isſpiritua}; thatthe nouriſhment isſSir1- ] 
tual; thatthe cating his body and drinking hls 
'bloud, is ſpiritual- (qshath beenproved)) it 
fallows that his'fleſh-miiſt be ſpiritual meax,. | 
'and his blood Ti iritualdiink: And thisfleſh: 1 
of Chill” isi ncompatably: better, 'and more- *}- 


truly meat indeed in regard of itseffedts;thah: . 
corporal food can be ;. becauſe itdothbettet,, | y 
andmore- perfectly nouriſh the ſoul of Belie. 5 


vers then corporal” food” doth theirhodies!,. 
= Cthisbeingcorr _ food which gives tem- 
+ porallifconly ;. butthat ſpiritnalan incorru.. 


ptible- 
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eiefoge berg ives lifeetern 

| 6. Irconcludethis Chapt aire this conſt i- 4 
ration; Whetradodri = is'propoſed which 
ended to bedivine, andthar paſſages of 

- WES ture arcalledged for the proof of fit, 
f it oppoſeth, © or ſeems, to,oppote ſenſe ind 
z{on, and to-include cqntradiftions ; and 
har amorAuitableandrationalfeaſocanbe 
ound.out for thoſe Paſſages, ſo that alttheſe 
inconyeniencics and contraditions may be a= 
ſ$Jvoided, there isnothing more juſt than that 
a8 we ſhould embrace that probable and ratio- 
J nal ſenſe, and reje&that dofrine which op- 
AY poſcth ſenſe and reafiin, and ſcems to imply 
Fcontradi&ions: But the dorine ofthe real + 
A preſence of the Manhood of JefusChrift in the 
4 Hoſt, and thetranſubſtantiation ofthe Bread 
{ into his Body, is repugnant toſenſe and rea- 
ſon, and ſcemsto includedivers contradifi- 
ons ; ( vi2. that a humane: body isin: a-point 
witout any local extenſion, that a body may 

#$ bcindivers places at one and the ſame time, 
Z. that the Bread and Wine are changed intothe 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, which were before; 
that accidents may be without a ſubjeR, &c.) 
And the paſſages that are impertinently al-. 
ledged to prove ſuch a preſence, andſucha 
change, havea ſenſe very commodious and 
rational, forthe avoiding all theſe contradi. 


Qions,as appears inthis aud the former Chap- 
ter, 


oo 
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ter, Wal very rationally ex 
thoſe two pal 
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| { Def 
efore they ought to embrace this |; 
s and ratiobal ſcnſc which, 
'giventhem ; 3 andtorejetthedo the 
'real relence of the body of Teſus Cheif Thi 
Hoſt, and the do Arine-of Tran! 


tion. 
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EO OOOOGOORNSAS  M5.: 
Againſt Tranſubſtantiation. ©. 
f 6 Gm qe x54 is the ſubſtantial _ 
- © converſionofthe Bread & Wineinto 
heBody and Bloud of Chriſt, which I:deſtroy 
dy diver ments ;-the firſt whereof is this: 
J- In every ſubſtantial converſion, that thing + 
-4F into which another thingis converted, isal- 
"'F-wayesncwly produced. * For.example, whey 

MW ſccd is converted into ah animal, that ariima | 
Fis newly produced; when Jeſus Chriſt turned 


Y the waterinto wine, the wine was newly pro- 
A duced, cc. Butthe Body and Blood of Ct riſt 
F$-4nn0t: be newly produced inthe. Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt, Therefore the Bread 'an 
Wine arenot ſubſtantially conyerted into the 
Body'and Bloud of Chriſt in the Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt. The ſecond propoſition, 
viz. that the Body and Blood of Chriſt can- 
not be newly produced, Iprovethus: That 
'Þ which is newly produced receives arnew bec- 
'F ing; becauſeto produce athing, andto give 
J it abecing is one andthe fame: But the Body *. 
and blood of Chriſtcannot receivea new bee. _ * 
ing, - which I prove thus: . A man cannotre- 
ceive thatwhich he hath, while he hath it, and 
therefore he cannot receive a þcing while he 
hath a becing ; for as it is impoſlibleto take 
away a beingtrom that which hath no veings 


20 ' "The Funeral of the Maſs, Ml... 
ſo it isimpoſſibleto givea beingto that whilf®'? 
hath a beingalready-:-and as you cannot kilff' 4! 
dead man, fo you cannot give life to one thÞ© [ 
is living. But the body and Blood of Chi» 
kaye, and alwaycs will have a becing : Thalſf'# 
fore they cannot receive one,and conſequel* © 
ly cannot be reproduced inthe Eucharift..- $24! 
' 2, My ſecond Argument is this, In eveF/# 
fubftantial converſion, that thirg whichi- - 
conyerted inth another isdeftroyed. © For ſÞ" 
ample, - When the water was tiirned in"? 
wine,, the water was deſtroyed : But int": 
vacrament of the Enchariſt the Bread anf<* 
Wincare notdeftroyed by the conſceratiof®® 
which Lprovetims:*Inthe celebration of WP" 
Euchariftriere breaking, giving, caling a 
drinking afterthe conſecration, as appears I” 
the very praQice of our Adverfaries, who: 
ter conſecration, break the Hoſt, and diviy® 
tt into tbree parts, give nothing to the Corll ? 
municants but conſecrated Hoſts, and eatatif 
Erink nothing but what was conſecrated : B b 

] 


the Scripire ſth that in the celebration 
the Euchariſt, Bread is bruken, that Brell 
and Wincare given, and that Bread is eat 
and Winedrunk, as appears by thefefollow. 
ing paſſages.St,Paul r Cor.10. faith, The browl 
which mebreak 5 it not the communion of th 
body of Thrift farld 1 Cor:1'1. St, Mat. 26. 'SO| 
Mark14. and St: Lake 22, it is Cajd'that Z6fW 
9M | | Chrif 


|  _ Oythe Maſi deanl and buried, 22 
Wriſt cook bread, brake it and gaveit; ands., 
th Mark 14. and St. Matth. 26. Jeſus Chriſt after. 
xe tÞþc had participated ofthe Sacrament ofthe 
S achariſt, faith, 1 m#ll drink no more of this :y 
heffruit ef the Vine: And 1 Cor.,n1. As often as 
i6he eat this bread and drink this cup. Let a. 
Wan examine himſelf, and fo let him.eat of, 
:a8 hat bread and dripk of that cup. © 
ich. 3. Secondly, W hen Jeſus Chriſt ſaid to his, + 
Diſciples, Drink yeall of this, St. Matth.26., 
:n@hat is, drink ye all of this cup, cither he com-. 
Snanded to trink of a cup of Wine grofa 
zcuip of Bloud : If he commanded them; 
oito drink of a cup.of. Wine, then it follows. 
rFhat they drank nothing but Wine, becauſeit 
a Mis certain that they obeyed Jeſus Chriſt ; for 
« (Mit is ſaid St. Mark 14. that they all drank oft. 
aFOrifhe commanded them to drink of a cup 
of Bloud, then it follows that the Wine was 
M alrcady. changed into his Blond, becauſc it is 
nt probable that Jeſus Chriſt tothem, 
JM Drink ye all ofthis cup of Bloud, ag@yetthat 
MF it was not a cup of Bloud, buta cuPÞ.ot Wine. 
© But when Jelus Chriſt faid, Drink ye all of 
this, he did notſpeak to them of a cup of 
# Bloud for the Wine was not then converted 
into Chriſts Blcad,becauſfe (according to our + 
Adverfaries ) it wasnotchanged untill Jeſus 
Chriſt had made an end of uttering theſe fo]. 
lowing words, forthzs #5 my bloud. But he 
uttered, 
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ter the conſecration, perceive the effefts,pr 


_ of men arEqor men, but horſes cloathed wit 


22 . The Funeral of the Maſs, * 
uttered theſe words, Drink ye all of this, Wt 5. 
forc he utteredrhoſe, for this is my bloud ;W 
cauſe a man muſt utter a propolition bekg 
he cangive the reaſon of it. - 1 


- c 


' 4. Thirdly, When a thing is converted 
to another, we cannot ſee the effets and pi 
perties of the thing converted , but only: 
that into which it is converted. For examp 
when the ſced is changed into an animal, 
can ſee no more the effes and properties 
the ſeed , but ofthe animal only ; and wh 
Teſus Chriſt turned the water into wine ,. tt 
cffeas, properties and accidents ofthe W at 
wereno moreſcen , but of the Wine on 

ly, &*c. Butinthe Euchariſt we cannot@þ 


erties, accidents , or parts of the Body af 
Jlood of Chrift ; but we fee there all the 
fes, properties, and accidents of Bread'at 
Wine ; Therefore in the Euchariſt, the Bret 


and Wine af& not converted intothe Bc 
and BloGFpf Chi. - Andthetruth is, ifth 
which appettrsro be Bread ,”and hath all 
effets, accidents , and properties of Bre: 
be not Bread, but Chriſts body cloathed wit 
the accidents of Bread ; then it may likewil 


be ſaid tharthey that appear to be men. , an 
have all the eftes, properties, and acciden 


the accidents of men. 


3 Alas 
mo 
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W 5. The fourth Argument is this. In every? 

Wbfantial converſion there mult be a ſubject 

paſs from one ſubſtance to another; for 

Mecnit would be a Creation , which is the 

$Þ!c action that doth not preſuppoſe aſubjeR. 

Waut ia the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. , after 

Wc conſecration, theres no ſubje&; becauſe 

MWccording to our Adverſaries , there remains 

Who ſubject; for, as they aſlert, the accidents 

$f Bread and Wine remain without any.ſub- 

Wctt atall: Therefore in the Sacrament of 

Whe Euchariſt there is no ſubſtantial con- 
erl1on. - 

W 6. The fifth Argument is drawn from 
zence, That Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the 
he nature of accidents, thus. That do@rine 

hich afſerts that accidents are not accidents 

Mut ſubſtances,deſtroysthe nature and eſſence 
pfaccidents, becauſe it is impoſlible thatan 

Waccident can be a ſubſtance. - < 
pf Tranſubſtantiation 'afler 
arc notaccidents, but that they 
Ces, which I prove thus. That | 
aſſerts that accidents are not inhErehit, but that. 
they ſubſiſt of themſelves, doth aſſert that ac-' 

© cidents are not accidents , but that. they are 

@ fib{tances, becauſe inherence ogg enria | 
difference of anaccident, andſub y 
eſlential difference of aſubſtanc 

J doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation? 


* 


accidents 
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« accidentsare not inherent, but that they fi 
fiſt, which 'I prove thus. That dot 
which aflertsthat accidents.may be withoy 
fubject, doth. aflertthataccidents are not 


/ herent ina ſabjeR, - but that they ſubſiſtMW: 


' themſelves: But the do&rine of Tranſubf 
tiation aſſerts that accidents may be with 


fubjeR,.v1iz. the accidents of Bread and Wit M 


without any ſubſtance and without any ſt 

je toſultainthem.,, for by tranſubſtantiall 
on the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wit 
is gane, and their accidensremain: They 
fors the doQrine of Tranſubſtantiation ah 


- ” 


" 


ſertsthat accidents are not inherent, but.a4'TH 


frblift bythemſclves, and conſequently & 


ſerts that accidentsare notaccidents, but ſullſfyi 
ſtances, and fo deſtroys. the nature and ci 


ſence of accidents. But here it may be aj 
that aftual inherence doth not conſtitute al 
bS—Rutaaptitudinal only, Again 
bris argument, Whatſoevs 
_ ally, either it exiſts in ſome 
thing Uk WAS, that it cannot bewitly 
ont it, which Philoſophers call aftual inhe 
rence, as walking: or ec it exiſts in and by 
itſcltattutily, ſo that it may be alone by 
ſelf, whighPhiloſophersterm afualexiſtena 
giormer bf theſe conſtitutes an accide 
conſtitutes a ſubſtance. Bu 


of the Bread and Wine, aftel 


ip 


re 


th 
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- 
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Weonſccration; do exiſt atually: Therefore © -1 
Whey muſt exiſt either in ſomething elſe aftu> ' *- 
ally, or in themſelves aftually. But they | 
tdo not exiſt in and by themſelyes aQtually, , 
Wor 'theth they would ſubſift by themſelves, 

Wind be realfubſtances, which'is impoſfliblex : 
WMTherefare they exiſt in ſomerhingelle aftual- | 
My , viz; intheſubſtance of the Breatl and 
lufWine , and confequently the ſubſtance of 

the Bread and Wine remains after the Conſe- 
Wcration -, and To there can be no Tranſub-= 
Wſtantiation. Re es te a 
W - 7. The fixth Argament'is drawn from this,” 
OF That Tranſubſtantiation deſttoys the nature 
Wot Sacraments, becauſe every Sacrament is a 

T viſible ſign of an inviſible Grace,asthe Coun- 
il of Trent ſaith in Sefſc 6; and every ſign re= 
uy lates to the thing fignified ,, ſo that we muſt 
uy ſpeak of fignsand Sacraments , asof things 
Y relating to ſomethingelſe; But all relative” 
things have, as it were,a double beeing, vs. 

J an abſolute becing which is the natural beeing 
ofthe thing -, and arelative beeing whereby 
it relatesto ſomething elfe. For A 
In a man that hath begotten a child , we con« 
ider his abſolute and natural beeing as he is 
a'man as others are, and his relative beeing, 
whereby he is a Father, and -is diſtinguiſhed 
from other men that haveno children, an 
J ſoare not Fathers, So in the Sacrament oi® 
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. Baptiſm, theſign, viz. the Water, hath the 
.. abſolute and natural beeing, v3. its cold anc, 

moiſt ſubſtance, whereby it is water a$ othy dy: 


| watersare ; -andarclative, facramental, anfflch 
Irc 


_ 
A 


M1gnificativp becing ,, whereby. it is the tip 
ahd-Sacrament of Chriſts Bloyd,. and diffegll, ,, 
from other-watersthat-are;not imployed folffg,, 
this ſacred uſe. - Even ſo in the Sacramen . 
of the Euchariſt, the Bread and Wine, whighlgy 
are the-ſigns,. haye their natural and abſolug}a;. 
beeing , viz. their ſubſtance whereby, thelhi 
are Bread and Wine , as other Bread :angl{q, 
. Wine, which we commonly uſe ; and rheiff de 
rchtive, ſacramental, and ſignificative bee th. 
ing ., whereby they .are the Sacrament am de 
Signs of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, and th 
differ from_.all other .Bread.and Wine thati C: 
not haslmploges 'To this Ladd, That it ig nx 
anpoſiible a relative becing ſhould be witho: 
ontanabſolute, becauſe a relative cannot bf þ1 
without its foundation. For example, It is im yy 
poſlible to: be a Father without being a man tt 
to be equal without quantity, &'c.and this bi C 
ing granted, form my Argument thus, Thath ri 
which takes away the natural.beeing from] t| 
1,gnsand Sacraments , deſtroys their naturein 
and eſſence: becauſe: the relative and Sacra-{þ 
ental beeing carinot be without the abſo-{t1 
eand natural, as hath been proved. - Butt 
tie doctrine of 'Tranſybltantiation deſtroys} 
| t 


« / - - 
Ss ® F 
j 
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Sacraments. | 
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"Wthe natural becing of the Bread and Wine, 
ug hich are ſigns and ſacraments of Chriſts Bo. 
dy and Bloud ; for by Tranſubſtantiation,the - 
Wwholc ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine is de. | 
Wftroyed: Therefore the do@rineof Tranſub- 
UEtantiation deſtroys the nature 'and eſſence of 


gd -$. Tothis Argument our Adyerfaries at- 
AKwer that in the Euchariſt the Bread and Wine 
Kare not ſigns -, becauſe by the conſecration 
XYthey arc wants ba as to their {ubſtance. - But 


08 ſome of them ſay that the {igns are the acci- 
WM dents of the Bread and Wine; others ſay that 


*& the Body and Bloud of Chrift contained un- 


W der the accidents of the Bread and Wine, are 
A the ſigns of the Body and Bloud of Jeſus 


oY Chrilt crucified ; Laſtly, others ſay , that 


BK ncither the accidents of the bread and wine 
ih only, nor the body and bloud of Chriſt only, 
& but the body and bloud of Chriſt , together 
$ with the accidents of the bread and wine, are 
S the ſigns of the body -and bloud of Jeſus 
A Chriſt crucified : Therefore ſeing the dot. 
Ws rinc of Tranſubſtantiation doth not deſtroy 
a8 the natural beeing of Chriſts body and bloud, 
&F nor the natural beeing of the accidents: of the 
aÞ bread and wine, they maintain that the doce+ 
-$ trine of Tranſubſtantiation doth not geftray 
F the nature and eſſence of Sacraments. 
9. To this Ireply , That neither the acct? 
: oY Fans. 


1%, 4 : © 
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dents ofthe-bread'and wine only, northeW 
dy andbloud of Chrift only -, nor the ba 
and blond of Chriſt iogether with the a& 
dents of the bread and wine; are the true ſin 
of Jcſas Chriſt crucified ; but the bread i@| 
wineonly, which.1 provethus: - 2Y 
Firſt, In Sacraments there ought to bet 
andlogyand Himilitude between the ſign, -ad 
the thing ſignified, as our.adverſaries conf 
and particularly Cardinal Bellarmine Book 
- ofthe Sacrament , chap. 9. in theſe wor 
The fourth thing required in a' ſacrament j% 
that the frgn ſhould have ſome [militude al 
analogie with the -thing (renified. And! # 
' quotes'St. Auguſtine in Epiſt, 23. to_Bonifall 
ſpeaking thus -, If Sacraments had not ſol 
ſemilitude of the things whereof they are St 
| craments, they could be no ſacraments : Bl 
| inthe Sacrament ofthe Euchariſt, neither 
accidents of the bread and wine, nor the bd 


dy and bleud of Chriſt ., whether joyntly df 
| | ſeverally ,, have that ſimilitude and analogf}: ft 
to the thing ſignified which is required , bM a 
only the bread and wine in ſubſtance ; bt t: 

cauſcthat which is principally ſignified, aalf 


repreſentedby the \1ghs: in the Sacrament« 

the Encharilt; is the nouriſtunent of our ſoul 

pthe hape of eternal lite: for as Bapriſin! i 

he Sacrament of our Regeneration and {pk 

b ©'K ' A : 
Eitual birth ; ſo tac Euchariſt is the Sacrament 


f q 


_ 
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W of our Spiritual nouriſhment. ,. as CardinaF 
Bellarmine contefſleth in Book 3. of the Eucha- 
riſt, chap. 9. andin Book 4., FP. 19.. hefaith 
that the Sacrament of the Euchariſt was ordai- 
Wy ned to preſerve ſp ritual. life ; which cannot 
'Y be repreſented and ſignified . but by: ligns; 
WM which can nouriſh our bodies; forthe analo- 
and {imilitude.conſ{ifts in this , that asthe 
Wow have vertne- to nouriſh our bodies for 
A the preſervation of temporal lite; ſo the things 
ſignified hayea vertue to nouriſh our ſouls in 
the hope of eterna[ life.. But neither the ac- 
cidents of the bread and wine , nor the body 
and bloud:of Chriſt, whether feverally , or 
joyntly withthe accidents can nouriſh our bo. 
dics, (nouriſhment being eſſentially the con- 
yerſ{ion. of aliment into the ſubſtance of a li- 
ying body, ) and it-is certain that neither the 
accidents of bread-and. wine ,. nor the body 
and bloud cf Chriſt, whether ſeparately, or- 
joyntly with them, can be converiggt into cur 
\ubſtance -, but only the fubſt Bread 
and Wine ,. and other alimenF which we 
take : therefore neither the. accidents of the : 
Bread and'Wine, nor the body and bloud cf 
Chriſt, whether ſeparately, or joyntly with 
# them, arethc true ſigns: but the-bread-and' 
_ wine only ,, which-being the ordinary no 
riſhment of our bodies -;.,do repreſent.todf 
the ſpirittfal nouriſhment of-our ſopls by tht 
C 3. C 


wu 


-- TO, Secondly , 
Seſvion 13. commuinds that the Sacrament 


the Euchariſt ſhall be adored with Latriy 
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and blond of Chriſt, , received þ 


' 


vereign worſhip due to God only. -But the 
accidents ofthe Bread and Wine ought not tt 
beadored, becauſe they are- creatures , all 
that God. oily muſt be adored :- therefore the 
accidents of the bread and wine arc not tha | 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt: 

- -Thirdly,A Sacrament is a viſtble ſign ofa 
;nviſible grace , asthe Council of Trent des 
finesitin « Seſſions 6. and 13. * But in-the Eg 
"chariſt the body and bloud of Chriſt are. ne 
viſible : Therefore inthe Euchariſt the body 


- andbloud of Chriſt, are not the ſigns. |. 


"S 


Laſtly, Ifay, that inevery Sacrament the 
| on is. es betweentwo different things 5 
| becauſf ng relatesto it ſelf , and'conſe 
| quently nt can be both the ſion anc 
| thing o fignified.*, | But the body and 
| CHRIST, arethe things ſignified : 


.there«' 


are not the ſigns. Andit isto no purpoſets 
y that Jeſus Chriſt in the MaſSis the fign and 
7 are of himſelf on the Croſs ; for Teſus | 


; 
- 
# Þ 
4 
o 
L : 4 


| 


whichaccording'to our adyerſaries, is the { | 


Would $ 
fore the Body and bloud of CHRIST] 


jj yelte 
| fore 
The Council of Trewl ſelf, 


fion 


[ __  Ggnrelatestothe thing ſignified :-and Relati«} 


thrift wherefocyer he is, is one anSthe ſame P- 
” yeſterday 


x & - 


fs 
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| y yeſterday, to day, andfor ever. And there-. 
* fore TeſusChriſt not being differett from him-. 
WH] ſelf, cannot be relativeto himfelf , northe- 
WM fionofhimſelf, | Ons 


6]. Other reaſons which are uſually alledged” 
W againſt Tranſubſtantiation will be more pro-- 
wg perly mentioned in the next Chapter, 


d 
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. Againſt the real preſence of Chriſts Bodyili ** 
the Hoſt or conſecrated wafer, A th 

£2 hE ESIY Ss TIM Wo 
UT Romi/h Dofors. affirm, Thit inf P! 

_ "£ mediatly after the Prieft inthe celehy} #** 

tion of the Maſs,hath pronounced thel Þ 
words, this is my body, the body of Chiff-V* 
is really preſent inthe hoſt, and that it is wha #*! 
and entire in eyery part and point of the hoſW 


which dodtrine I deſtroy by theſe followiif << 


a ft 


_— —— —  — —— 
, , r ” 5 


Arguments, the firſt whereof isthis #F 

Lo Ita thing be created in a place, either 1 D 
mult be produced there, - or it muſt come, @ ** 
be brought thither from fome other plac 
for it isimpoſlible to find-out a third way! 


miſh Do&tors have hitherto been able to it 


* ef ea Os OG ond roars 


—_ 0 _— ——_— "= 


—_— 
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vent but one of theſe two wayes of puttin] t 
Chriſts Body in the Hoſt, the 7ecod1:»s tellin * 
us that it is brought thither from ſome oth t 
| "PlacE 3 and the 7 efuites that it is produce - 
' there. But the body-of Chriſt can neithM * 
come, nor be brought thither into the hoſf © 
nor can it be produced there: therefore thi * 
body of Chriſt is. not in the hoſt, _ x 


3. Firſt, The body of Chrift cannot com s ; 
or be brought into. the hoſt from any othalff 
_ 


«þ 
: 
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place, becauſe it can eome from no place but- 

MI Heaven, being no where but inneaven.. But: 

8 Ehriſts body neither comes, . nor is hrought - 

tl from heaven into. the-hoft+;- whichI prove- 
thus : when a-body comes, or is carriecfrom 

one place to another , . it muſt leave its firſt: 
place. . For. example. ,;if 'a.man would go 

al from Paris to Rome ,. he nauft. Jeave Parts :- 

hef But the body of Teſus Chriſt never leayes hex - 

—.ven-; for the heavens muff contin hin un-- 
of ##ll the time of the; refiizution of all: things, 
5M Ats 3; Therefore Chrifts: body - neither 
comes nor is brought from heayen:into the 
A Hoſt.” Beſides it is. impoſ6ble that Chriits 
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yi 


body ſhould come or be: brought into the 


@ Þoſt without paſſing through the ſpacethat is 
J between heaven:and carth where the conſec- 
MY crated Hoſtsare ;. becauſe a man cannat pals. 
g from one extream to another withour paſſing. 
gf through the ſpacethat is betweenthem.. But 
the ſpace-between heaven and” earth: is too 
vaſt to be paſled throught in a-moment (for 
theſe DoEors will have it ,. that irmmiediatly.. 
after the pronouncing of theſe words; this #7 
my body, the body of Chriſt is bronght into 
the hoſt.) Moreover itmuſtin a moment be 
in all the heavens,.. and in all the airs between 
the higheſt heaven, anT this carch wherethe - 
hoftsare,(becauſe a mancannat paſs through - 
a:place without. being there ) and then it- | 


- 
4 
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would have threeſorts of exiſtences at of 
+0i3.. one natural. and - glorious exiſtence 
heaven , one facramental exiſtenee ind 
hoſt; and one airy.exiſtence in the air. 'Þ on 
Feing all theſe things are abſurd, we muſt rotk 
.clade that Chriſts body neither comes, nork 
broughrinto the hoſt. 

4. Secondly, Chriſts body cannot be reprs 
duced in the. "Codfbcrites Hoſt , becauſe 2 
thing that is produced already, cannot be pi 
duced: ain, withoutaprecedingdeftruction 
Frans. at) man.camnotbekilled, nor th 
be annihilated, whichis annihilated already; y 
neither can that be produced which-is produc 
cd already, nor-that receive @ beeing whid 
hath onealr cady. This common-conception 
of al men is founded upon: this principle} 
That every ation. , whether / it -producett 
or deftroyeth. a. thing , © muſt- neceſſarih y 
_ have. two diſtin terms ,. the one calle 

2n the Schools, temninus 4quo, thats , the 
term from which the thing .comes. z ang 
the other terminzs ad quem; that is,. the terth 
to which it comes. But. according; to th 
principle,-that cannot be annihilated which] is 
{6 already,northat receivea being which hath 
one already;  becauſethe term from wich 
it. ſhould come, | and- the term to which it 
thould come-, would be one and the ime 
thing, 2; Contrary. tg the Maxime "_ laid 
OWL 
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If, 
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down, viz. thatthe'terms of ation muſt ne- 
ceſfarily be diſtin@;and that one ofthem mulls  , 
be the negation orprivation-ofthe other. . ” 

5. Here perhapsit maybe objected , That” 
by T canſibſieriiation theſubſtanceof Chriſts- 
body is not newly produced:, but only a new: 
veekenice of him in the place where the ſub-- 
ftance of the bread was. But-to thisI anſwer,. 
that in all ſubſtatitial converſtonsand ations 
anew ſubſtance muſt be produced, as in acct- 
dental, a new-accidentmiuſt be produced. But 
© Tranſubſtantiation ( according to the Romi/b 
| Doors) is a ſubſtantial converſion :- There- 
a fore by Tranſubſtantiation: a-new ſubftance 
kl muſt be produced. And feing thatthenew 
1 preſence of Chrifts body in-the -place where. 
the ſubſtance of the bread was ; is not a fiib- 
ſtance, but an accident of the Category which 
the Philofophers.call ubs ,-it evident that by 
Tranſubſftantiationthe preſenceof Chriſts bo- 
dy only is not produced in the place where the . 
ſubſtance of the bread was ; - and ſeing that 
the ſubſtance of Chriſts body is not 4, 229877 
there (as hath peen proved inthe preceedins - 
number-) we muſFconclude that there-is no 
tranſubſtantiation nor real preſenceof Chriſts | 
body in the Hoſt. ' This inſtance doth alfo de+ 
ſtroy the adduRion of Chrifts body into the & 
Hoſt, which hath been already refuted in» If 
munber,. © | tt 
S- My: 


- - 
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6: Myſecond Argument isthis.. In ata 
Humane body ſuch as:Chriſtsbody is , ther 
ſomething ahoye, and ſomething: under,rig 
and left , beforg ti - the head) 


above.the neck 5 and the neck | aboy od 
ſhoulders , the ſhoulders. aboye the breaſt 
the-breaſt aboxe the ftomach, the ſtomaR 
above the belly ;. the belly above the thighs 
the. thighs, above the. legs ,. &c.. But allgh 
World knows that in ,a-poi. there is nothin 
' above or under, right or, left, before. orbg 
hind :. Therefore Chriſts body 1s not-in ap ; 1 
and conſequently it is not ineyery point , op 
part of the Hoſt. To this I add, that thg 
quantity and greatneſs of Chriſts bady'is nag 
thing elſe but, it's length, , breadth , and 
thickneſs; which;cannotbe ina point... Lal 
Iv , The quantity of Chriſts. body. is. nothing 
ciſe but its.extent, as-we all know ;-.ands 
body is extended: when it hath its parts one 
without another ; thatis , they are not ones 
within another, asall the Feſuits expound itg 
But the-do&rine of the prefence of Chrifts bg , 
dy in the hoft*. x. Puts. all its. parts-one withi I 
another,. becaufc it puts them all in, a point # 
Therefore fuich a doctrine takes away its x2; 
tent and confequently its quantity. 'i 
7. My third Argument is this To moves 
and not to move at the ſame time, to be cat- 
2.200 not Q be. cat cn at the famet ime, ta' 


be: 
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bc in a point and not in; a point at the fame 
time , to occupy a place'and not to'occu- 
py it-at_ the.- {ame _time,;'are contradiftory:; 
—_— 155 fs: | 

JT But if the body of Chriſt were in-divers. 
W conſecrated Hoſts: , it would moycand not 
{ move at the ſame time.For example, Whena 
Prieſt carries a-confecrated Hoſt to a ſick pers. 
fon, the body of Chrift which:is pretended 
to be init ,_ moves: with'the:Holt ;/ for iv 
leavesthe altar, andgoes with: the-Prieſt to-. 
W wards the ſick perfons-houſe, andat the ſaine 
W time the body of Chriſt,  whickis -pretended 
KW to be in the other Hoſts that remain on the al-. 
tar , moves. not ;-and*fo' the fame bo« 
g dy : of. Chriftat the ſaine-time-moyes aqd 
moves-not,. which isa contradiQion.-: 'Seing: 
I then it is impoſſible thatone and thefame bo- 
Af dy at one and the ſame time ſhould move and- 
& not move ,.it is likewjſe. impaſſible that 
&fl Chriſts body ſhould be in divers Hotts at the. 
ſame time: ._ | otras | 
In like .manner-,. i? Chriſts body were - 
at the ſame time in heaven ,: and in the 
Hoſt it would be caten and not eaten at the-- 
fametime ;- for it would be eaten inthe hoſt 
by thePricſt; andat the ſame time, it would” 
not be eatertin-heaven. Alſo" it would be in: 
apoint and notin a point at the ſane time z. 
tyz;in.the_ hoſt. it would. be: in_a-point, 
and-: 


* oy "FI 


3-3 he # Funeyal irs the a : 
and in heayen it would not beina point att 
ſame time : Therefore: ſcing'it is impoſſi 
that one and the ſame- body at-onc and] 
fame time ſhould be eaten and-not carat | 
ſhould be ina point andnot in 'a point ; ith 
alſo impoſſible that Chriſts body ſhould 
beeh in Heavenand in the Holſt at the ſar 
time. | | 
8. Thefourth Atgument | is this : Two relg 
tre esare always diffcrent,asthe Father 8&:Sogf 
Husband and the wife, &*c. and relati | | 
isalwayes between two things: that really 
fer ; as the equality between two Ells- , th 
reſemblance between two Crows,. &c. L oe 
a-word nothing can have relation to it{dlff pe 
but whatfocverhathrelationmuſt neceſlarlf 3, 
have it to- ſomething tife, as appears: by-ell (2, 
definition of Relation : -but to bediſtanrit fo 
relative and not an abſolute term ; for whe 'for 
we conceive an abſolute term we conceim gif 
hut one thing, as when we conceive a Crow car 
but when we conceive a relative term, wh the 
neceſlarily* conceive [two. things. For Mt c:- 
ample, We cannot conceive a Crow. tob 
like , without-conceiving ſomething elſe i þe 
which it iflike. Seing then we cannot colt " 
ceivea thing to be diftant without conceivinl 
ſomething elſe from which i it is diſtant ,- 1th 
evidentthat to be diſtant is a relative teri 
and that diltantthings are relatiyes, and coy 
ſequent} 
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fequently are really different. Whence L 
form this Argument : -Relativethinggare re- 


ally different ,” as hath beenprovyed : -but the 
body that isatRome'is diſtant from that which 


| is at Paris, by. reaſon of the ſpace of about 


300 leagues thiat is between thoſe two Cities z 


* and the body that- is in the higheſt heavens is 
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diſtant from that which is uponearth, by rea 
ſon of the many thoufatids of leagnesthat are 
between heaven and earth :. therefore the bo: 
dy that is at Roye.is different frem that which 
is at Paris; and that which'is-inheaven , is 
different from that which is upon carth ; and 
conſequently one and the ſame body cannot 


be at the ſametime at-Rowe and at Paris, in 


Heayen and*- upon earth; elfe one and the 
ſame 'body might be diſtant and different 
from it ſelf; whick'is acontradi@ion =-there. 
fore ſcing Jeſus Chriſt 'is not-diſtant , and 


different from himſelf , it follows that he 


cannot be at the ſame time- in Heayen and in 
the Hoſt, nor atthe fame-time in the conſe» 
crated Hoſtsat Rome and at-Paris 

9. But perhaps it may: be ſaid that a body 
being at the ſame time in two diſtant places 


not diſtant from it ſelf, but- that the places: 
ony are diſtint ; and therefore- that Chriſts ]. 
body in heaven is not diſtant. from it ſelf in: 


the Hoſt, but it is the places only, viz. hea- 
Y£g and carth (where the Hott is) that are 
: | dittaat 
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«> - The Fuyeral wt the Maſt; 
diſtant. To this I aſwer that it is only 
Þ umn of places that-makes the difſtancs 
ingscxifting: in. thoſe diftant places. - B 
gle»  the- reaſon why Peter that is; 
Rowe isdiſtant from. Paul that js at Paris, 
not becauſe they are two things really difh 
rent- , (elſe they] would 'be alwayes di uk 
even when they are in one: bed together, ("lt © 
theyarcalwaycsreally different )) but, all} 
m_ of their diſtance is, becauſe they are © 
two diftant-places.,. - Seing then {Accordif nl = 
to our adyerfaries )> that Chriſts body. is is 
two diſtant places at once ,_viz..in Heayd 
andinthe Hoſt; at Rome: and at Paris indf 
vers Hoſts, it follows that Chriſts body is,di 


tant and different froth it ſelf._ And ſring ti "| 


impoſlivle that it ſhould*be diſtant and dif I61 
rentfram it ſelf, it is evident that it cannot bi 
in two diſtant places at 'once ; -and conle 
quently not in heaven and inthe Holt, ©} 
10. . Beſides, ſuppole that.Petey could by . 
at Rome, ;andat Paris at once, ,and that Pezel 
that is at Rowe ſhould have a mind to got 
Paris,. and ſhould goaccording)y ; and "tha 
the ſane Peter that 3 is-at Paris thould have 
mind to go to Rome, and ſhould gs accords 
inaly, itis certata that Peter would raw near 
to "himſelf, and 'meet himfelF, Put things 
thatdraw near-:to eachother, muſtofnecef; 


tity haye. been at a diitauce_before;; and 
bcrclOro 


Oy. the Maſi dead und buried. '4t 
therefore ifa body draws nearto itſelf , itis 
certain that it was diſtant from it ſelf. before.. 
And hereuponi would fainask our Adverſa- 
A ics, . whether, whetrPece»ſhonld meet him- 
I {&1f, hewould lethimfelfpafs,. or not 3 and 
IT if he ſhould: let himſelf paſs, whether: Peter 
S ]poing to Rowe, would ſtep afide and give 
$ way to-him(clf going to Pariy, or elfe the 

contrary ?: but if -he ſhouldnot ſtep afide anid 


F-oive place to himſelf, Fwouldaskt whether he 

W would hinder himſelf from pafling, or not ? 
and ifhe ſhould'oot hinder himſelf from pal 
ſing , whether-he wouldpaſs thorow him-. 

= elf, and fo make another Fanus with 'two 

bF faces, oc? Whatever anſwers they ſhall 

A make to theſe Queſtions muſt (lam ſure) be 

11. The fifth Argument is this +-It isa per- 
74 fe& comradi&ion;. that abody ſhould be-ohe. 
| and notone :. but if Chriſts body ſhould beat 
the ſametime.in heaven, and upon. earth in: 
3 the Hoſt, it would be one and not one; for 
Wit would'be one by our Adyerfaries own con- 

F. felon , and it-would not be'one ; 'which IL 
prove thus :. That athing may be one, it muſt: 
neither be divided init ſelf, nor from it (clf,. 
as appears by the definition of -Unity ;. and it 

F iscettain that nothing is divided or ſeparated 

from it (elf: bur if Chriſts body beat the ſime- 
time in hcayen and'uponcarth.in the hoſt, x 
WL 


#. very abſurdandridiculous:. 


42 . The Funeral of the Maſi, © 
will be divided ,. and feparated-from it 
_ that which is in heaven being divided and: 
parated from that which. is: upon carth , 


cauſc it is not inithe ſpace. betweerr both; 
12, Hereagainit may be obje&ed, Tl 
a body in diversplaces is diyided from itY 
locally, - becauſe the places inwhich it is, 4 
divided; - but not catitatively , becaulc it 
ſl one and the ſame entity of hody.- 11 
 whichIanſwer,. 1: Thag entitativedivi 
(which is nothing elſe but a-plurality of 
ings,. or a plurality of- things really differgy 


aiv« 
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a yer! 
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 isnotrue divifion; . for-then- the three div 


Perſons which are really different , wo 


allo be really divided; and the bady and 


_ of#living manwhich do reallydiffer, wat 


alſo be really divided. 2. 1 fay,' That; | 


- body be divided and ſeparated - from bod 


. Which it touchicth, - it: is alſo. divided and 


. parated from bodics which. it doth not toud 


and if a- body be. divided: and ſepar t 


from bodies to- which it is near ,. it is'3 
divided and feparated from bodies that; 
far diſtant from it ;- but- eſpecially the di 
 ſionistrue, . when between two there beh 
dies of divers natures , to which there isf 
union. Therefore , ſeing that betws 
. Chriſts body, whichis really, in heaven, af 
the ſame body which. is pretendedly- upl 
. earth. in: the conſecrared Hoſts. , tt Fen 
ec 
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A divers bodies. of  divers'natures ,” to which 
it is-not united..; it is- eviderit by our Ad- 
yerſaries own dofrine , that Chrifts body-is 
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And ſcing-it is impoſſible it ſhould be ſepa: 
WM rated frony it (ef, it is alfo impoſſible that 


Mon takes. away - ehifitative diviſion ; and 
things that are. divided locally, are alfo di. 
AF vided entitatively.; that is,- they arc-alfo re 
Wy ally diflcrent;; elſe no- reaſsn can be- giver 
why two glaſſes of water taken from the 
ſame fountain , are really different ,. ſeing 
theſe waters arc-like in all things, exceptin 


agdrop of water only, reproduced in all pla« 
Fees occupied-by the Ocean» , except it be 
Fthat one drop of water cannot be repro- 
duced in alt thofe places; but if it be poſ- 
ſible , then Reafon obligeth us to. believe 
Wthat it is.rcally ſ6 , becauſe God and Na- 
Mture do nothing in yain ; and it is in vain 


MW done by one thing :.andif it be-really ſo, 
o then it follows, That all the Sca-battles that 


WI watcr,and many thouſands of men haye been 


Or-the Maſs dead” and buried. Is 


Freally ' divided and' ſeparated from it' felf. 


Fit ſhould be in keayen and inthe Hoſt at 
the ſame time. '3: I fay that local diviſt-. 


eference-to place, and there.can no reaſon. 
W be: given why the Ocean rien rot 3 ah 


Wto do that by many things, which may be 


Ycver have been, were fought in one dropof 


Warowned in one drop of water , and all 
cl ; peopel: 


—_- 
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drop of water, which thingsarc abſurd | 


ridiculous. 


.-"þ 


: 23, The fixth - Argument is this :. Jef 
Chriſt as he is man; cannot be.in divers pla 


at once, - if-another man cannot be ſot 


becaufe Jeſus Chriſt ,, as be is man ,. al 


madeilike unto-us.in all things ; (i only exc 
 $d, as the: Apoſtle to the Hebrews obſery 
- But another man cannot be in divers plat 
at once;;-.- for example , -Peter-cannothy 
the fame time at Pars andat Rome,. wh 


| 
| 
ſ 


I prove thus. It isimpoſlible that Perer ſhoM 


be a: man-and' no mana the ſametime :Þ 
zf Fever could at the fametime.be-at Pars; 
at Rowe , : he might at the ſame timebe ay 


andno man, which I prove thus... He. tl 


may at the fame time. be both dead-and ali 
may at the fame-time be-a man andawo mi 
becauſe he that is alive isa-real man;, and 
that is dead'is no real'man, but a: card 
But if Petey could at the fame time be at Pd 
andat Romwe.,. he might.he both alive A 
dead at the ſame time ; for he might be mi 
tally wounded'at Pars and die there, andz' 
the ſame time not be hurt at Rome , but:al 
and niaking merry there. Beſides, Pet 
tnight be diviſibly at Parzs,. and indivit 

at-Reme ;. '( as. Chriſts body , according 


our Adycrfaries,  isdiviſtbly in heaven all 
indiyifibl 


Wndiviſibly'in the hoſtz ) bur if at Pars 
( where he ſhould be diviſtbly.) his head 
Should be cut off , he would die-, and ceaſe 
So bea man; and at Rome( where he ſhould 
We indiviſibly and'itra/poiht) his head ſhould” 
Wotbe cut off, and fo he ſhould remain at 
the ſame time'a living and real man., which 
isa contradiftion. Ina word, Peter night 
Wbe at Pars inthe midſt of flames, andbe 
Wburnt and-reduced tq aſhes, and conſequently 
ſhould die, and be no man '; Whereas at 
the ſame time he might be'at Rome in the | 
E River Tiber , ſound and' brisk., and conſe. 
Hquently be a true living 'man':: whence it 
ollowsthat he might be a man , and no man, 
Way hich is a contradi@tion. REY | 
W 14. Tothis may be added other abſurdities 
What wonld follow from this Poſition, that 
one body may bein divers places at once, viy.. 
MW That ohe Candle lighted might giye light-to: 
Wall the world , if it were reprodaced in all 
places of the World: Thar a great Army 
Wight be made of one man , reproduced in a 
yandred thouſand adjoining places: That all 
the debts in the world might be paid with one 
© Crown, reproduced as many times as there be 
Crowns due: That all the people'in the World 
by might quench their thirſt with one pottle 
W of wine, reproduced as many times as there 
oy be inhabitants in the Wortd:: That all the 
| INCN 
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fame-Glaſs , reproduced as many-timesWMb 


a man might be ſo curious as to ask, whetheel - 


_ Chriſts body were in the hoſt, it would be fee 


- men here below ; becauſe the glory of Chri loſs 


;F by - 5 6 . . *F" C \ 
men inthe World might drink in one and MC 


» 8 


there be men in the World: ( wher waſſu 


if this Glaſs ſhould be broken at Pars , jv 
would alſo be brokerat Rome, Conſtantinoglghh 
and other places: ) That one man reproduce 
in an hyndred thouſand places, might at thiſa 
fame time marry an hundred thouſand wives 
and;lie with them ; whereupon a manft 
might deſire to know whether theſ©womenſc 
right-not conceive , and cyery one of the 
be delivered ofra child at the end of ningfis 
months; andconſequently it may be ſai 
that one man did in ohe night beget a hund$ 
red thouſand children, exc. ,- > _ 

15. The ſeventh Argument is this: I 


there; for being there inits glory(astheRomyſh 
DoQtors ſay it'is) it wauld be there more vi 
fibly then itwas when he converſed amongilif 


body doth principally conſiſt .in the bright 
neſs and ſplendor of an extraordinary lig 
like to that which ithadupon Mount Tabor; 
but who dares affirm that ſuch a gloriowf 
body is not viſible whereſoever it is; and 
yet it is certain that Chriſts body is not to be 
ſeen in the hoſt, which is an evident ſign 
Chat itis not there. But it may be ſaid that 
"Ws 0” Chuiſts 
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hriſts body is under the accidents of the 
bread and that theſe-accidents hide it from 
K 


1. To this -anſwer,that (according to our ad. 


erſaries) Chriſts bodyis in theplace where the 
ſubſtance.of the breadwas:: But the fubſtance 
of : the-bread :was-riot under the accidents, 


Band the accidents of the Bread-were not up- 
an their ſubſtance, for then the fubſtance of 
the bread and its accidents had-been in wo. 


different places, above and under-being two 


Weveral differences of place -, and that which. 
Ss under is not aboye , &c. Therefore 
IChrifts body.cannot be under the accidents of 
he bread -, and conſequently the accidents 
$do not hide it from us.- And ſcing ( as our 
JAdverlariesſay) Chriſts body is-in every part 
and point of the Hoſt, it muſt needs be inthe. 
Wupcrfacies/-, and conſequently cannot be hid. 


id 


- 
: 


For covered-by the. accidents of the bread. - 
SHere again it may beſaid that Chriſts body is. - 


dlorious, luminous, and viſible ofitſclf, but 
od hinders us from4cing it. To this I an- 


Wwcr, That if God-hinders, it is only-becauſe 


c ispleaſed ſo to do; and conſequently if 
2 were pleaſed not to-hinder, he would not 


do it, but would permit it to be ſeen inthe. 


' 


Wame poſture as it is in the hoſt. ban to 


Lwould ask our Adyerfaries in what poſture 


St would bc ſeca there; whether ſitting, ſtan- 


4 
. 


ding, 
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ding, lying, orin any other pcſture,orwh 
ther it would bein anyipoſture-at all 2- ifieh 
in no-poſture, it muſt -be withoutany exty 
naltform; ' becauſe poſture or-ſituation ably 
Jutely depends upen external form, - butht 
-cana man be ſeen without-anexternaltow 
-of a mani, and withont being'inanypoſtly 
.of a man ?-'and hoxy can Chriſts-bodyi 
without'poſture, and without externalfore 
ſeing ( as our Adyerfaries fay) it is wh 
and entire inthe 'whole Hoft, and ocaipt 
the whole ſpace of a greathoft? burifphll 
ſitting, 'or ſtanding, or -it-any otherpoſtan 
and with the-external forrx of a' man, * \ \ ' 
(as they ſay} it be whole , and entire'in} 
point of the hoſt, then it will follow thatl 
mani may -be {cen ſitting , Or ſtanding in 
point ; and ſcing a man that is ſtandiſ 
ath -his head above and-his feet below 
will follow that Jeſas Chriſt will be ſeen 
a point of the hoſt with his head above# 
his feet below, | though in a-point there! 
nothing above or below. To this 1 adi 
Thatit it could be ſeen in thehoft it woult 
appear as big as the hoſt , becaufe it wou 
occupy the whole ſpace-of the Hoſt ; al 
it would appearround, becauſe it woutd| 
bounded by theſpace that the hoſt occupid 
which is round. Beſides, if the hoſt ſhoul 
be divided into- two equal parts , it woul 
appeal 
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appear leſs by one half, and-in;the foxrmof a 
half circle, becauſe it: would be-whole and 
entire in the half of the hoft;; and-occupy 
J che ſpace : of it. It ; would 'alfo .appear 
A hundred . thouſand « timgs;;.lels. , ..and 
iti a' hundred thouſand, ſeveral forms ; . for 
as they ſay, -it is whole:and entire in.a hug- 
dred thoufand parts. of.the hoſt, and occy« 
pies the ſpacesof them. * In a word, there. 

I was never ſuch amonſtruous thing ſcenin 
{ the. World, as Chriſts body would, be , if 
1 it were. really in the hoſt in-fuch a man. 
'ner', as our Adverſaries affirm. it to. be. . 
16, The eighth Argument is this; either 
the Manhood of Teſus Chriſt, which is-pre> 
tended to be in the hoſt, can a&@ thexe,.,ox 
it cannot : if it cannot a&, then it follows 
that.it. cannot ſte ,' heas, know, --or loye, 
or exercife' any other: finftiaon of the. ſeq» 
fitiveor rational ſoul : But if; the Manhood 
of Chriſt in the hoſt knows.nothing , 'nor 
loves nothing , :then it follows that it; will 
not be. happy , becauſe happineſs chjefl 
conſiſts{in the knowledge and love of Gat 
Afo'the Manhood :of Chriſt in the. hoſt 
will' be different from his Manhood in hea 
ven; for it will know inheaven and at the 
ſame time know nothing jn- the hoſt; it 
will love in heaven, and loye nothing in 
the hoſt ; it_ will ſee in heayen , and ſee 
Rs D nothing 


4 
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than is occupied by a grain of: Corn Dp 
Gut ray moye fibai Eaſt to Welt, 


To Be Faneral of the Maſe, : 
nothing'ih the hoſt. But if- Chriſts 
hood- can a& in the hoſt as it doth in| 
ver, then-ic will follow that it : will-oz _ 
its <fes, and move its feet in a oint;; 
chaſe, according. to our-'Adyerfaries;-iit þ 
whole avid/entirein every point of the hoſk 
Arid {Eing, 'as they tell us, God canas eaſily 
Put the whole world into” a point”, as tk 
<atth the whole Manhood 'of Chriſt into 
int ofthe ho@# ;/it will. follow that a 
he parts'of the World exiſting } in a poin 
may doin it all thoſe: ations which they 
now- do in a valt ſpace , as the parts2 
Ghrifts Manhood 4 exitting i in a'point of th 
hoſt -can'do in- it: all thoſe ations whic 
they:do in heaven ; and ſo in a leſs ſpe 
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pu may have its flonds and: ebbs, and f 
adih may: havea Sea:fight with the Sphh 
nidrds. ' p54 a word, a Sparrow may eaſj ay 
fallow: all the World , ſeing: the Work 
\wll not occupy (o much ſpace as a gral 
xf- Corn doth ; and: yet the World: whidf 

RA ſhall fwallow: will be —__ as It: 194 | 
pitlent ; even-as Chrifts ly in the hoſh 
is as big atid"astall' as it was on the Croſh 
as our. Adverfaries affirm, -- 
\. 17. The ninth Argument is this : + Av 
body caunot-be in-a place, except it-by 
produc 
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produced there; or' that it:cotnes , or be 
brought thither from ſonie-other place; ' ſo 
a body carinor ceafe-to' be ita place with- 
out being deftrofed;or goitis to ſome other 


place ; and 'co tr Cnrts Dody 
after the'conſitmp- 


tent 
ceaſeth to be inte hott 


tion of the accidents,” it mult, neceflarily ct. 
ther periſh , or” goito ſome other place: 


But Chriſts body cannot periſh , for Feſ#s 
Chriſt-dieth mo urafe,” Rom.6.' ' And Chiilts 
Yody' gves to ris onhicr place* 3. for if it 
ſhould go to any other place,, it would go 
ro heaven * bit it cantiot go to heaven , 
becauſe it is there already , and a man can. 
Not go to a place where he is already: 
Therefore Chrifts'body doth not ceafe tobe 


it the hoſt. Whence it follows, that: either 


Chriſts bod + remains inthe boſt,andthat 
iris inipoſſible thatit ſhould be conſumed, or 
elſe thatit never 'was/in the hoſt: but every 


one knows by experience that the hoſtsare - 


eatenand'conſumed,. and that Chriſts body 
cannot be there after the conſumption of 
the accidents ofthe bread: therefore it neyer 
was inthe hoſt. oh ns 
18, The tenth Argument is drawnfrom 
hence, That thepretended'preſence of Chriſts 
bedy in the hoſt,deſtroys the nature ofChriſts 
body, thus: The properties of a ſpeciesare 
incommunicable to eyery othet Species. -For 
F D 2 example 


detd tilbheyed. 5x 


LS 


TY 


_ - 
 "— a -- — 


rits: the firſt is , That ſpirits are ſubſtancey 
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example : The, propertics, of a_man are.jp 
communicable to.a beaſt ; for,ſeing the praif | 
perties flow fromthe eſlence,. or arctheveyl 
clleaceit {elf, it isevident that ifthe cllengaghh | 
a Species beincqmmiunicable to augthe 
ciesthen the properties ot arſpeciesars alloy 
communicable to another ; but the. body ay 
the Spirit are the two, ſpecies of ſabſtangs 
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Therefore the properties.of the Spirit canngy 
be communicat; Itq the body », 8, the;prgs 
erticsofthe body cannot be.communicyd 
tothe Spurit. Bur there Are, two principgh 
properties which diſtinguiſh bodies from pig 
that are penetrable amongſt themſelves, thaf 
is , may be ts onkvs .one. and the ſan 
place , but bodies arcimpenetrable ſubſtary 
ces amongſt themſclyes, that: is. ,” they"cand 
not be together in-one-and the: ſame plac oY, 
The ſecond is, "That bodiesare ina place ciny 
cumſcriptively, thatis, all the body is.in .alh 
the place, but all the body isnot in every pax 
of the place, but the parts. of the body are ig 
the parts of the place ; but ſpirits are ing 
placedefinitively,thatis , allthe ſpirit is in alk 
theplace, and alltheſpirit is in everypartof 
the p/--2+ becauſe a ſpirit having no party 
mult azceſlarily be all whereſoeyer it is 
Wherce I form my Argumentthus : that 
doCtine which gives to a body the propery 
ties 
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Y {coof « ſpirit, changeathebody into aſirit, 
W and conſequently deſtroys the vature of abo- 
= dy, ſcing properties cannos:be. communica. - 
 tcd.withonttheeſfence :+brit:the. dofrine of 
TJ the pretended preſence of:Chrifts body-in the 
4 hoſt, givestoa body thepropertics of aſpi- 
vit' , becauſe: it affirms that the quantity of 
Chriſts body penetrates the quantity of the 
$- bread, _and is inthe ſame place with it ; that | 
{ all the parts of Chriſts body. arc penetrated 
Kane? themſelves, and are all in one andthe 
fame place; and that Chrifts body is all in all 
the hoſt,.-and all in eyery part of the hoſt-: 
Therefore the doQtrine of the Rowi/h Church 
touching the pretended preſence of Chriſts 
ow ain boſt,deſtroysthe nature ofChriſts 
"EN wa eleventh Argument is drawn from 
hence: That Jefus Chriſt being ſate at Gods 
right hand is in aglorious eſtate: and yet the 
doCtrine of the pretended: preſence of Chrifts 
body in the hoſt ſubjes him to. divers igno- 
minies, - viz. that his body gocs into-peoples 
bellies, and amongſt their excrement ; - that 
it is ſubje& to be caten by his enerfies, yea b 
Mice and other Beaſts. Hear what Claude t 
Xaintes, a famous Remiſh Door ſaith of it, 
Repet. -5. Chap. 2. Of all theſe we exclude 
not one-from the true and torporal receiving 
| of the Loris fleſh in the. Sacrament, let bins 
re D 3 _— 
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bs 'The-Funerel of theMaſs.” &« 
be Tark, Atheiſt; Infidel, or Hypocrite ; 


now glorious in- heaven.” 


| ſhoulddoſo many miraclesin this ſacrament, | 


| jeR? thatthe Bread ſhould be converted inte. 
Chriſts body,: which isalteady ? that-Chrifts\| 
body oy 'beina point, and'in a hundrel' 


#hough be ſhould. be the Devil: himſelf tnogle 
-A4te- Itisalfo ſabjefttoberftoln; for; « 


payee more es 
= Seating orit:6E-a-Charch. the GChaliccant 


this god in it; ant the Prieft went: to.Y FL | 


Priſominhisfacerdotalornaments, and falling 
on his knees before the Thiefs pocket, pile 
his god: out.of-it., And! as:it is a ah + hat 

cannot keephimfelffrom being-ftoln, ſo ne 
1her canhe —_ himſelf "Ine rs dutnt;'ap 
it appeared whenithe Palace-Hall> at Pavit 


the Maſs, hath beenſcenin the-hands of on 
go bythe Deyil , and conſequently 
the deyilspower;. yea, -there: are chars 


« 
4 


made by the Rome/b Priefts to compu 


Devilto reftore God to thetn. | A'homible. 
and prodigious thingto:put God'into the 
vils Pome; andinto a capacity ofbeins cate] 
by thedevil incarnate, efpecially , ſeingheig. 


20; The twelfth Argument isdrawnfiom 
hence :'That God dothmo wiracles' without: 
neceſſity :- but what neceſlity is therethathe. 


viz. that accidents ſhould be without a ſb-. 


thouſand} 


1 


| 


Or the Maſt dtail wndinried; 0 55, 
thouſand places at"once.?-. What neceſluy is. 
g there thatit ſhonld be- eaten by wicked. men, 
f by beaſts, and. by. devils: idcarnate ? W hat. 
neceſſity is there that it-ſhoyld' be. carried 
S away by thedevil ; thatirſhould: be Qtoln;. 
\ burnt, &'c.. Canitbe faidthae it is' forthe 
ſalvation of the ſoul of him thateats it } bur 
| Reprobates, as our Adyerfariesconfe(s, eat | 
$ . ittoo-; and the Faithifuil winder the old Teſta- 
rhent did'nor eat it, nor do the little children 
| of Believers. under: thie-New , 31d-yct thigy- 
| aveſayed for alt that; Gan: it be faid- with, 
Tellarnine and Perron , that the hoſt: being 
eaten , ferves.as an_ineqrruptibleſeed for 2 
glorious ReſurreQion. } but the Faithful of, 
tlie old Teſtament, . and. the little children'of. 
Believers under the New, will riſe again glo- 
riouſly , though they never participated of 
the Euchariſt: And'St. Paul tells us Rom. 8. 
that this feed of the Refurrettion. of-ourBo-. 
dies is not Chriſts fleſh , but his Spirit, in- 
 theſewords, If the Spirit of him that rat- 
| ſed up feſus from: the dead, dwell in you, 
be ſhall alſo quicken your mortal bodies by. 
his Spirit that dwelleth in you. 
21. Laſtfy, The holy Scripture is clear in 
this matter; for Jeſus Chriſt is aſcended into 
- heaven, As 1. And the heavens muſt con- 
tain him until the time of the reſtitution of 
all things, Afts 3, and he himſelt faith, 7 
D334: leave 
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46. - whe Aimevil ofthe Ma "i 2 


Rave: the World ind go t0 the Father , 8 
r: ye have always un 
Jou, Put me'J6 have not alwayes, St. Mite 
28, Po" which 'tnay be.added: what Jed 


Chief faith; ' Sr. /Matth. 24. viz. In he 60 


diyes falſe hets will come: that Jhal 
eee Je pro there, and that he 5 ZE: 
ſecret chambexs, ( or Cabinets ) whichcang 
not/be but by the:doQtrine of the Row: 
Church, which puts Chriſts :body in divers} 
pricks ;/ and: far iUup.in ſever Cabinetsz 
on their Altars ;/ and it is. very remarkable; 
that ih the Greek it is. #9 Tepueo;s, that is, 


* 


inthe Cupboards, T&airoy being properigal \ 
Cupboard to Keep! meat in, * b 
| X ft 
you { > -» 
"on *+ 7 4 
- Cavs! 
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Or the Maſs dead and baried; $7. 
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Y  Againft: the edorateon..gr wor/bipping 


 1.. A Gainſt the adoration of the hoſt , 1 
'. £A form three propofitions ; the” firkt is 
this, Wearenot obliged to' adore or. wor- 
ſhip God. every where, or inall places where 
he is. ,'at-leaft not withexternal adojation, 
det-agre on caliganyo worſhip.him in all 

| placts\vherethe appears in; his glorious Ma- 
zeſty. -- The farlt part ofthis Propolition,viz. 
That: we are not obliged. to worſhip Godin 
allplaceswhere he is, appears by the praftice 
of: all Chriſtians. ; Fox God- being  eyery 
where, and conſequently in Stones, Trees, 
there is no- man- fo extravagant as to fall on 
his knees before a Tree, an Aſs, or a Devil, 
 thathemay-worſhipGod..inthem, whois as 
- xeally preſent in them, as heis in.heayen.. -. ; 
...-, 2. The ſecond-part:of this Propoſition; 
' wiz. that weareonly obliged to worſhip God 
both-with internal-and external adorationin 
all places where he appears. in his. glorious 
- Majeſty, isproved, firlt, by the commands 
. Avhich Jeſus Chriſt-gave his. Apoſtles 'when 
| they asked_ him how: they ſhould pray ;. fer 
313 D $ Sd 
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MeKeſ J 
he anſwers them thus ; When ye pray » ſay; 
Our Father. which art in heaven , St. Maj 
6. St. elit, Why doth he ſay , which 
artin heaven: , and: notwhichart.on eauch, 
orin the Sea, oritftheAiny ſcing God is e« 
gually in all theſe places? but only becauſe] 
God appears in heaven inhis ow ? 
and there crowns "of by; nr. iritEwith 
his glory... | Secondly en peared 
CE iin theburninobuſh, which rae 
conſimies, Hefaidro | bir: ,. Tie&ke: thy ff 
om off t 5 feet , forthe place wheverrl 
WeAVs round::, "Evod 3. tn 
[raced] holy, and Moſes commans 
 drdtoapproachit with reverence, ſubmifil. 
on. and adoration;,. ſcing any other ground) 
eqpally Gods creature, and that he is 
ent every where'?*but: only becnaſt 
xdidmanifft ſomewhat ofhis power and; 


inthat place ,' by cauſing the Buſſ-e9- 
pop without ſe oy Thirdly. 


= ua-and' the I ſreclites did proſtrate chew? 


" wo $ : 


nes | 


ves: ary at e'the- Ark of if the Covenant , TY 
becauſe God appeared there. in as 


pect er pd orcs marr ys from the. || 


feat. which-covered- it , he gavehis- þ 


Qracles and made known noi Exod.” 
25.22. Nutrh. 7. | 
Fourthly, Whenthe Prieft celebrates Maſe'a. 


ljtlpbefore the conſecration, he — 


+» Or-2ht Ms ddd fond bntied. 
the ſav 530111 cords, that is , the lifringup of 


their hearts ; Why theliftingthenrup,. feing! 
God: 3s equally both Þoveand below? bur 
only; becauſe Gad appearsaboyein [icaven in 
bis opts GOT. US 6 quettly it is- - - 
thither that we'muſtdirefour Yows- ,: our 
Prayers , andour Worſhip. iS: 4fOFhens [E4Þ 
3. Fheſecond Propoltionisthis::Weare:- 
notobliped to adbye Jeſits Chriſt inthe, Wa-- 
ter of Baptiſir, ;. though :ke.be red]lyithiene ins 
repard:of all that is. adorable inhimg;, The! 
ficipart ofthis Propoſition. , vic>. 'That;we. 
are not obl:zed to warſhip Jeſus Chriſt inthe 
Water of. Baptiſm. is _— provett by the: 
pradive of all. Chriſtians ; -for no: mtinever- 
fell onfiis knees before the Water of Baptifng . 
and adored Jeſus Chriftinit, atleaſt nat with 
external worſhip, which-is oply- here'itten< 
fus Chriſt diſcovers no -beam of his - glory 
there ; nor doth -he-appear ih-the Watts of 
Baptiſm any morethan iti: qther watess'; 10 
that' as. we are notiabliged to-worſhip Gad,. 
faveronly where he appears: inthis: glariong © 
Minclty,. as hath been proved, ſoncitherart 
| weobligedtoworſhip Jeſus Chrift;--hut qon-- 
ly where hedifcoversſome beam'ofhis glory, 

which:htdoth-not:in the: Waterof Bapitiſnd. 

. 4. Theſccond part ofthisPiopoſition,vi4.-. 

That Jcfus. Chriſt is really preſent; i9.the; - 


Water. 
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69 The Funoyal 'of the Mafs, A, « /' 
War of Baptiſin in refpet-of all that isto: 3, 
beadoredin him,” isproved thus : "All thatis! *. 
of it ſelfadorableirr Jeſus Chriſt, iseitherhis) 


Godhead; orhisdivinic yerſdn, or hisdivine *. 


| Atrtriljiifts,'” Abfor his Godliead;: feing it igi” 


redlly:every Where it-cannor be denicd but: | 
that it is alſo in the'Waterof Baptiſm. As fot. i 
hisPerfon, ig is divine,andeternal, and 1 
infinite, it is realy every-where.; and conſes. | 
quentlyinthe Water of Baptifnr: and' as for * 
his divincatttibutes, ſcing rhey are not really: ' 1} 
different fromthe Godhead; or the perfon'ok 
Jeſus Chrift, it neceſſarily follows* , that fes *jþ 
ing the Godhead” and Petſon of Jeſus Chriſt,” "1 
are really in the Water of Baptiſm, his divine; jj; 
Attribines nuaftroally be there likewiſe. | © }| 
' 's.” ThethirdPropofition is this :-We are | 
not oblied to adore Jeſus Chriſt in thehofſts.* 
ek ebercally that inreſpett of all thab 
is to be adored in him -,* viz. in reſpeCt ofhis 
Godhead, | his diyitePerfon; and his divine + 
Attributes ; yea, thongh he were there invis *H 
ſibly in'refpe& of -his:Manhood too. The” 
principal reaſon ofthis lach'been'touchruporr 
alrtady®, vih. That ag-we ard not obliged: , 
to worſhip God in all placeswherethe is (:at 
leaſt not with external worfhip ) but there ' 
only where he appears in hisgtorious Majeſty, 
Þ12. ofdinarily in heaven, andextraordinari-. 


elſewhere, as hath been proved in the firlt 
FEES. Propolition. + 


Or the Maſs dead and buried. &6t 
Propoſition. And as we arenot obliged to 
worſhip Tcfus Chriſt in the Water of Baptiſm - 
* withexternal adoration, though he be really-' 

. there ini reſpe ofallthat is adorable,inhim, . 
becauſe he doth-not-diſcover, the leaft beam 
of his glory there, nor appears. in the water . 


Þ of Baptiſm-more than in other waters, as hath 


been proved in the ſecond Propoſition : even 
ſo wearenot obliged to. wqrtbip Jefus Chriſt 
inthe hoſtwith external adoration, although 
1} hebetherc inreſpeR ofall-that, js-to' be. ado-; 
4j red inhim, yea, thoyghhewere there jd re- 
ſpe& of his Manbbod too ; becauſe-Jeſus 
Chriſt doth not diſcover any beam of his glo- 
ry there, nordoth he appear in the conſecra- 
# ted hoſts ahy more than in thoſe thatare not, 
_ conſecrated, ' for:ho; many candiſtinguiſh the; 


- 


onefromtheother,. -And'asforhisManhood.. 
' which is — to-be;there inviſibly, I. 
ſay that there is no ſenſible mark of its pre- 
ſence, and confequently.nothing which obli-. 
th us to external oaths, for the ſame rea- 
on asisalreadyalledged ; for-if the inviſible. 
prefenceofthe Godhead, divine Perſon, and 
divine Attributes of Jcfas Chrift which arc of 
themſelves adorable, do not oblige us to cx-, 
ternal worſhip in the water of Baptiſm, wh 
ſhould the Manhood of Jefus Chrift , which 
is not ofit ſelfadorable, oblige us to external 
adoration though it were inthe hoſt, it being 
_ | : | tncre 


62: The Punrrabof che af. 
there only, asthey ſay,inviſtbly ? ina 
They muſtfhew- us the diſparit y. and tell: 
_ therraſon why we arc'not obliged to: alore. 
| eo Chri with extern; W orfhip- in 

ms t = urionry mart 
koh inveſp&i-of dll that which isadorabſle | 


divine Perſon, | andhisdivine Anribmes, and: ' 
yerare oþliged 10 worſhipJeſus Chrift in ther 
Hoſt wy external worftip. thoughunos; - 


thine renders hin nibre- oy ul therethimt | 
in (the water oF-Baptifity/.  ! -' 4; 
' 6.” To' this the Jeſuke@@Rigent;, .onvelt. 


the moſt learneofhis'Ouate; anfurers,That: © 
 akhough there be nothing in#He: conſecrated: | 
Hoſt thatregders _ RR thanin: 

the water of Bapti m ere. i; et 
igthehoft whichgblig 4 
ſkip, whichisnorin-rhe water oFBaptiſia;. 
becauſt , faithhe , the Manhood: o* Jeſs: 
Co im the hoft:- "andirchere i inſtead of a. 
ry oryrant Got wiltbeadored in all/pla-- 
ere theMahhoodpeiſonally unitedto: | 
Ty. ispreſent + Butinthe water of- 
Baptiſin: JeſlisChriftdiſcoversno bram of his: 
glary,' andhisMantiood which is cquivalent; 
toaray of glory, isnot there... 
7. To thisTreply, That the! rays ar beams: : 
ofglory which oblige -us-toexternaladorati- 
oniaaccrain place,. -rauſtbeſcaſibly.in.thar- 
place . 


in kim, viz/nrefpe&t:of his Godhead , TT % 


u3TO external. WOor-: . | 


Mags 
= - 
. 


- lace. | Andtherefore ſeing 'the Manhood of 
ſus Chriſt which-is'pretended andiſuppoſed | 
o-bercally preſfem:inthe hoſt; is neither: vi-- 
ſible norfeaſible,” it cannot: beequivalentto 
| labeamofglery. Towhigh I add; Thatas 
the:Godhead and diyine -perfon of JESUS - 
CHRIST which/are equally prefent inthe” 
Water of Baptiſin, andinthehoſt ., do: not 
oblige us toexternal'Worſhip',. for this only- 
reaſan, #2. becauſe they-do tot diſcover any 
rayoftheipulory there:- {6 neithibe doth-the- 
M 


ws tg-external adoration, for this only reaſon, 
viz; veraulſc it appearsnor there. , nordiſto- 
versanyray of-its-glory.. Laſtly , affirm» 


Churc it fe f,. we -arenotoblinedto? 

adore Jefus Chriſtin allplaces where his Man. 

| hoodis,. becauſt as the Romi/b*Dofors con. 
fefs, vec are notobliged to adore Feſtus Chri(t | 
inthithoſt which thcPrieſt hath newly eaten; 
andyhoſe accidents:axe- not-yet deſtroyed; 
notmthathoſftwhichislocktup inrhieCup-: 
boardiharivonthe Altar ; tor inthathoſk 


—_ 


fickperſonin the Country. 
although the glory of Chriſts Manhood ap- 
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anhoodof Jeſus Chriſt; preterided andifup-: 
poſe to bereall preſent: in: the hoſt; oblige 


that bythe ver yg praRtice of thei. 


 whieh-a: Prieſt carries under his Cloak to'a/- 
- .$. Tothisthe flime Teſhite anſwers, Thar - 


pears.notto our bodily. eyes , yet-it appears”. _ 
| | ee -. N 


*- 
. 


5 you IP me wy —_— 


. adorationof JelusThriſt in the Hoſt: . '_-"; 


and extraqrdinaryeffet, which is ſehfable ;. © 


«the Winds and the Waves ,. calt out Devils, | 
Cor En raiſed 


64 - The Funeral of the Maſs, . * 
to the eyes of our ſoul, viz. to our faith ; fag 
the greateſt glory of Chriſts Manhood cojy 
ſifts in its being perſonally united; to the Gadell 
head;& in being ſuſtained in.a peculiar mg; 
er by the word. Suppoſe then,fays he,that:Je; 
ſusChrift be inthe hoſt as to hismanhoad,wgi; 
areſure that it is perſonally united to theGods 
head ; and conſequently, the glory of Chriſty 
Manhood, which conſifts in this perſonalus 
nipn-., doth certainly appear to. our Faithy 
which is ſufficientto oblige us to anexternah 


9.  TothisI reply, That there isa twofold 
elory of God,. and of Jefls Chrift, or. of hiy 
Manhood, viz. the one eſſential , internal, 
and hid from our ſenſes ; the other accideny 
tal; externaland apparent to.our ſenſes - ' the; 
hid from our ſenſes, conſiſts inthe eminence: 
of his perfeions , which are to be infihite,!! 
almighty, moſt wiſe, ec. and the acciden.: 
tal and external glory of God; which appears: 
to our ſenſes. , confiſts in ſome miraculous; 


as when God cauſed a Buſh to bura-withour 4 
beingconſumed. , when he pronquncedhis | 
Oracles from above . the Mercyſeat ; and 


when, being made man, and having:mani- - | 
felted himſclt'in the fleſh -, he commanded 


| Or the Maſs dead and buxied 63 
@ raiſed the dead, &*c. But;I affirm that we 
A arc not obliged to. worſhip-God withan ex. 
ternal adoration in all places where he is in his 
MJ cfcntial and internal glory oply;, although, it 
Mþ appears to ourF aith,.becauſgGod being cye- 
i ry where withthis eſſential , 'and interval glo- 


: 
-w - 


Ef ry , we ſhould be obliged to worlhip him, 
with anexternal adoration in Trees, in'Beaſts, 
MY :caandio Devilswo, which isabfurd; Bur 
Ml wcarconly obliged to worſhip God with exe, 
M tcxnal workhip in all places ;where heamakes, 
his effential and internal glory appear by fome- 
accidental and external gory , viz. by fome. 
miraculous or extraordinary cffe&t , which is: 
ſenſible," and equivalcntto a ray of hiscſlens, 
tial andipternalglory, as appears. by whatris. 
ſaid inthe firſt Propoſition. '; In like manner. 
the perſonal uniqn of the Godhead and Man. 
hood,beingan eſſential glory of Jeſus Chrift, 
and aninternal glory ofhis Manhood, whol- 
ly hid from our {-nſes, doth not oblige us to 
the. external adoration of Jeſus Chriſt , al- 
though it certainly appearsto jour Faith , 'cx- 
Y ccpt it be accompanied with an external and 
ſenſible glory ; for if the eſſential and inter- 
Ynal glory of the Godhead and divine Perſon 
of Jeſus Chriſt, which appear equally preſent 
to our Faith in the Water of Baptiſm, do not , 
Yob'ige us to an external adoration of Jeſus 
Chriſt , except it be accompariicd with an 
| accidental; 
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F.-.. The Funexal of the MaP, 
' accidental, external and ſenſible glory ; wh 
ſhould the Hmernalglory of Chriſts Manhood 

whidh is infinirely beneath the eſſential any 
Hiternal glory of the Godhead /, and appeaiy 
preſent-ro/the Faith of thoſe of «the Roni 
©hurch, obligethem to the external adora.Þ 
[ tion of Jeſus Chriſt; ifit be ſeparated from alli 
| external 4nd ſenſible glory ?- To this I add; 
That according to the dorine-and prattice 
of thie Ropre/B Church ; we. are not oblipeds 
to adored Ghiift with extcrhal adorationk 
 inallplics wherethe perfonal-union.of thai 
Manhood withthe Word', appears to the 

_ Faithofthoſe of that Church ; tor we ave nol 
obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt in that ho 
whichaPrieſt hathnewlyBrallowed; nor is 
tharhoftwhichijs locktup;; tor in-thiat hofl 
which aPricft carries under his Cloak 'to af 
ſick perſon in the Country ; although the ef?) 
ſentialgloty of Feſtis Chriſt, and the internaÞi 
ofory of: iis Manhood ( which this Jeſuite+ 
makes to con!{ritin'the perſonal union of thes 
Manhood with the word ) -appent certain toi 
the Faith of thofe of the Rowr/H Church. :-Y 
To. To this the. Jeſuite anſwers, That 9 
as if we would: obtain any grace from '! 

God, confidered as hereally exiſtsina ſtone, 
we ſhould be obliged to proftrationandexs !! 
ternal worſhip ofthe Godhead really preſent ' 
i thatftone ; fo, if we would 6btain any 7” 

RE is | grace... 
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1 Or theMaſrdead tndBuried 
raccfrom Jeſus Chriſt 'really exiſting mthe 
oft: we ate abliged'to-:approadranto. it 
o rich reverence; and oxremat adoration; 
MS 1+66nftquettly we ate oblidged to worſhip 
* jets Chrift in the hot with extetrial'adoras 
© tion'whenſvever wewould obrain any-grace 
from him,” as he exiſtsinthehoſt..  : £.. -- 
. 11. Tothis1 reply , That-as weare never 
Wobliged tobes prace-of Gdd','':ab he cxiſtsiri 
A aſtone;; 'exeept-he diſcovers fome: beam of 
WE his '8lbry there ;- ( for {tis fifficicht to beg 
© orace-of Get: , conſidered 'as he: exiſts in 
heaven, where he appears in his glorious 
Hajefty , according to the. command-of 
Jeſus Chriſb ,' when: ye pray , ſay , ' Our 
Fathiv whith-aie in beaver, andiaccording. 
tothe edhiluatiofthe-AyoBites, life up your- 
WW Pexrts) fo we are never voblidged-to beg 
grace of God or Jeſus Chrift , conſidered as. 
Fexiſting in the hoſt ,, becauſe he diſcovers no. 
"Fray of his glory there-; but it is ſufficientto 
Weg grace of Godor-Jefus Chriſt, 'conſidered 
Mas exiſting/in' heaven, beeauſe' he always. 
wppearsthereimhis glorious Majeſty. There. 
Fore as we are never oblidged to beg grace 
"got God conſidered as exifting in aſtone,ſo-we 
Fare never o_ to adore him there : . andas : 
"Fv'c areneycrobliged-to beg grace of God or 
1 eſus Chrift, confidercd as exiſting in the. 
Folt, foweare never obliged toadorc him 
Tcre with external adoration. 12,''Ta 


r, 


68 "The Fimerdlof the, Maſs, + - _ 

12, - To'this the Jeſuit anſwers, That ,Gac 
andinit,bothby paniſhag prophane perſagy 
andthe difpiſers bfit ; - andalfo by maklis 
«little.child-appear upon; the Altar , : or 
inſtcad ofthe bread , or bloud inſtead abi 
wine; all. which oughtto be acknowlew 
as ſo many. rays of the glory of Chrifts Mg 


hood,:; and:that-they ever obl 


unworthily ,. were 11ck, and many ſy 
that is,' were dead: . and. St., Cyprian ir 
T_ of thofe ot _ oNerves Ge 
judgment ' againſt wicked and, propha 
ns , and the contemners of this iN r; 
ment. | But as, for thoſe apparitions - þ 
JESUS'CHRIST in, form; of. a. chil 
and of flefh and bloud.,, ec. I look « 
them as fabulous ſtories invented. by Moll 
and other ſuperſtitious perſons , above ſeyy 
Dr cight hundred years after Chriſt , whe 

the dofrine of the real preſcace of Chil 
 Manhoodin the hoſt ,. begay to preyail, al 

was: powerfully oppoſed by Ge ds; peop 
itheſc days. | "+. "BM 


Oy) the Maſi dead and buried, 69 
-x4. . Secondly, I ſay ; That although 
xere had been {uch apparitions yet we muſt 
ot infer from-thence, gither the preſence 
Chriſts Manhoot , or external adoration ; 

cauſe that is not Chriſts fleſh which ſeems 
p\be (t2] $6 and-. theſe: app: rittONs may-be 


N | 


a? :Y 
, I $ 
$ "1 


o 
, = 
" V \ 
k 


Waſions ofthe Devil ' The Jcluite7Vaſquex 
ja Diſput...193. c<h4p,;+2. ſpeaks thus. - & 
uſwer , -That which appears # not the fleſh 
f Chriſt. ,; nor of any other that zrealy fleſh; 
'" it & only; an effigees, 07; 4ÞPearauce of. fleſh 
« St." Thomas: ſaith." ane. whereas. the ſims, 
is are deceived , abd do believe that Chriftt 
yÞ'ss therein a viſidle and bloudy manner; 
x 15 30 great matter, and, this deceit muſt be 
rrefted by the right inſtrution of the Dotovs, 
«briel Biel a famous Door of the. Romiſb 
Huirch,, Leſſox. 51: upon the:Cenon of the 
laſs ,” ſaith, That ſuch appaxitions of | fleſh 
rdgplond may be maide by the illuſtbns of the 
evil, to decive the ſimple, God permitting 
zo be ſo; andhe gives an example of it, 
'z, That in a Convent of Mihor Friers at 
ſennes i» Thuringia , @ certain. perſon like 
x0 41 Angel, appeayed to a Eay-Frier that. 
xs preparing himſelf for the Communion, and 
ruſt into his mouth a piece of fleſh , © which as: 
n as he had ſwallowed, he was poſſeſſed, 
z grievouſly tormented by the Devil. The 
uit Suarez, Tow. 3. Diſp, 55, Sett, 3. 
EE ſpeaks 
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"The Funival of the Maſh. * 
{pcaks thus.. Experietice tells us:that by h 
of time this fleſh aud this bloud whithi 
#nthe Buchariſt,are changed.and corruph 
when this happens, ſaith thatfamousRl 
Door Alex. Hales, 'Cent: $0 peſt; 1 7 
Fen that the apparitionwhith was med 

form , was not made by the power of Ge 


dy thepower of the devil,or-by the craft of 


& 15, Thirdly, Ifit wereastrue as it W 
that Jefas Chriſt hath - appeared ſom 
inrhe Sacrament of the Eucharift ixx8ldi 
ofa. titttechild,, or of fleſhand ofbloud, 
Hay, that as'God ;- when: he appeatt 
Itoles in the- Bufh' that burhed'- wit 
being conſumed , was ta beworſhipedy 
for this only reaſon; becauſe he diſco) 
abeam of-his glory by cauſing the By 
bura withour'being confumeſ; bur ht 
not follow that: God mitft be voy 
Þ all other Buſhes, "though he'be as 
jn.them as he was inthat; for this onfly re 
becauſe: he doth not diſcover in them 
ray of his glory: ſo-, 'if Jeſus Chriſt 
ſometimes appeared viſibly in thehoſt (v 
Edonot grant) I think then he ſhould 
been worſhiped, becauſe of ſhch 'a Wi 
_— , which is <quiyaleritto art 
glory ; but it follows not that Jeſus G 
muſt be adored in. other hoſts-, w! 
his Manttood appears - not ,-  thougl 
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Or the Maſs dead and-bunted. m1 

really there, for this only'reaſon , be- 
uſe no ray of his glory appearsthere. 

16, : To the re htatopoltions 

Wdd this Argument, which igvexy-conlider- 

:WS1c: 1nlawful adoration itis requiſite that 

ral that adores;” be:well aflured' that wha 

oF adoresisthe trac God, elſe hemay arp 

reproached , as Jeſus Chriſt reproached 

woman of Samarid,, Ye wor/bip ye:know 

t what. But:tho Romaniſts can neyer be 

Jared { according to their -own' maxims} 

at the hoſt * which they worſhip is vhe 

e God; and they have always'<auſe to 

ef that they worſhip' a morſe] :of Bread 

head ofthe Redeemer of the world ; be- 

uſe according to their:-own dodtrine , rhe 

| preſence of Chriſts body in thehoft de- 

Wends'vn lawful 'conſeerationy! and-lawtul 

pnſecration depends on -the quality of the 

jeſt:/ - ahd-- on the pronouncing) -of "the 

ords of conſecration , and on his.intention 

pronouncing them;;. for there isnoconſe« 

ation ( as they ſay ). when cither he that 

lebrates Maſs is no Prieſt; ordoth-not|þro- 

ounce thewords thatarcefſentiallycquiſite 

WÞ conſecration, : viz, this my body”, &c. 

1 rar doth not pronounce them” with intention 

CiiÞ conſecrate; and conſequently ins theſe 

whilſÞ(cs the hoſt remains meer. breads Bur it 

oh impollible certainly to. know. theſe three 

" things 
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7 "The Funeral of the Maſs, 
things For as for-the quality oftheTy 
he muſt have been baptized ; and he 
baptized him muſt have obſeryed the 

form of Baptifin , .and have ; had inteq 
to'baptize him: ; Again, he muſt hay 
cofvect Ovlination fronyatruec Biſhop;an 
Biſhop muſt have obſerved the eſſential] 
of ordination,and haye had intention ton 
hima Prieſt ;- and to make this Biſhop a 
Biſhop; he muſt have been baptized ig 
form, and:with thei requifite_ intentions 
muſt have received Ordinatian ij due: 
and with the requiſite jntention from 
Biſhops; and they again, for the mg 
them true Biſhops , muſt alfo have rect 
Baptiſm and' Ordination in due form ,' 
with the requiſite intention , from; 
ther true Biſhops, and theſe from:.o 
and (o back;to the Apoſtles,” Butw 
beaflured that from- the Apoſtles to a Bi 
or Prieſt , now adays, there hath beg 
failing , - cither in the eſſential form of; 
tiſm or Ordination,' or in the requiſit 
tention; As. for the pronouncing. al 
words requiſite to conſecration , nox 
the Prieſt can knew whither he hath 
nounced them or not;, - becauſe in thei 
bration of the Maſs, thoſe words are pronf 
ced ſo ſoftly, that no perſon preſent can 
thein. And as for the intention, it is} 
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ent 'thatno man but- hioiſelf can. know it: 
Sefides\, it is knowti'that- ſome Prieſts are 
Laoicians , 'as 'Lew# - Gofffedi., and other 
vicked Prieſts: © who: do-nejther-conſecrate 
n due form, norwith the requiſite intention, 
ſpecialy ſuch as believenothing of what they 
Yrofeſs;* yea , divers Monks andPrieftsthat 
ayebeen converted to ourReligion,haye a(- 
ured us that for along time before their con- 
erfion they did abhor the Idolatry. that was 
xraQiſcd in the adoration: of-the hoſt. Judge 
hen ifſuch perſons, as theſe had any intention 
© confecrate in the celebration of the Maſs. 

17. The: Romi/b DoRors. have O0uge 
| the remedies imaginable to prevent. this 
Langer. Pope Adrian Queſt. 3. ſpcaksthus 
# the adoration of the - Euchariſt, there: ss 


ration be duly' made-;. ( as hath been decided 
it the Connell of Conſtance ) - atherwiſe they 
ould not be excuſed from idolatry, that 
por/bip- the hoſt when the Prieſt pretends to 


imes happens , for they ſhew that there is 
\eW&'cat cauſe ofdoubting , and that much cau- 


ion muſt beuſed. For, asifa woman , in 


Y er husbands abſence, ſhould fay to a man 
a comes to her, and tells her he is her 


E husband 


Oy the Maſs bad ant biivied. 72 


ways 4 tacite condition, © viz. ifithe.conſe- 


elebrate , but celebrates not ; or pretends #0 
elebra:e, and i no Prieſt, asit manytimes 
sppens. Obſerve theſe words, it mary 
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' 20 whoth,an hoſt js pr 


 Hatry; :for to what purpoſcis. the con 
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he Faneral: ache ——_ 

WY {and ſhe hath ceobekina 
to ſuſpehim.) : Ifrhog art ey hushapy Fi 
receive thee.,: andthereupan .cndeaye! 
clearitbefore ſhe :admits/him tognyptis 
thiscondition: frees hexpromiſe tvoxbg 
butif:ſhe gives her fon £0 him... 044g 
'clearsthis doubt , ſaying, T will-reces P 
5f thou art my bushand , this. conditions 
notfreeher "Rion from blame., but ſhe 
be:reputed an adultereſs Eyen gil it: 
to bp: 

andhetiathreaſvn todoubt whetheritg 
10'be adored; 'ſhould-only fay , If thoy 
Chyi(t:Iwill edore thee , and ſhould not a 
irbeforehebe wellaſſured of it; this cond 
would. render hin blameleſs; but if,. 

withſtanding, his:doubt , -he:adarts. it 
-condition, .if.zhow:art' Chriſt, 1. ade 

Sdbitrnot exempt him from the erinedl 


whetherit be tacite,or expreſt, I — 
zhog.art Chriſt, becauſe he'aQually adq 
-without knowing whether it be ſo or 
+18; To whathath been ſgid , Iadd,: 
the Primitive Church ner adored the 
nor belivedthat the bodyand bloud of 
werereallyand inviſibly in the Sacrami 
the Euchariſt ;- for ifthe Chriſtians of thi 
mitive Church had belived it, they haf 
 nilhcd the Heathens with ſpecious prett 


Or the Maſs dead and buried. 7s 
20 excuſe the idolatry of their Image worſhip, . - 
znd-to retort upon the Chriſtians OT 
xrouments which they had made uſe of agaih 
cm 
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dwclling init. They bring their gods, faith.St. 
hry y 4s in Theodoret in .Atrep , into their 
QF aneeer of wood and ſtone,and ſhut them up 
there a6 in a priſon. Y our:gods,faith Arnobjus, | 
Book 6. dwell in Plaiſter and Baked Earth ; 
and , that they may make theſe materials more 
enerable, they Toffer themſelves to be /but 
p , and to remain hid and detained in an 
pbſcure priſon. But might not the Heathens 
have juſtly replied to the Ancient Chriſtians, 
if they ha belived what the Romiſh Doors 
lo nowadays. And do not you believethe yery 
ſame of your hoſt , that it is compoſed oftwo 
hings , viz. - of the viſible ſpecies of bread, 
and the inviſible body of Chriſt , which is 
id under the ſpecies? Doth not your Chriſt 
awell in backed dough, and that he'ma 
make a piece of bread more venerable, dot 
e not ſuffer himſelf to be ſhut up , and doth 
enot remain hid , asina priſon? Bs” 
20, Secondly, The Heathens held that 
conſecration was the means whereby the 
Deity , which they adored , was made pre-,. 
E 2 Tong 


y 4 Ne 
. . 
-—- _ - = 
- # : , - f £ ; #*'; 
6 - % © _"* P34 


ak oo; all 4 


a0. OC ac oe tedhtes aſc we 4c PE DES ; 
= . = = 
ws : hd + " _ nk : < by ” **. 
s » 9 IS Y / 
” * 


MW YT CT OT IWnT 


| 4. 
_ 4 <a tt. AU GAN oma x 
= Ww a «<a 
- ® : = wa * : 
” _ > 
b * 


nu _—_——— 


© 4, a , _ »a© \ » Ln. :, g d > 7 — « £ 
—_ 4 A S 4 , , . 
. y . , = _ - % 
a —4 < Fox x ud 0 , 
= -_ - . 


"3 RE Ian dated on $i OY dale Bos 3 
76, -. The Fungal of the Maſs; ©. © 
| {ent' in the Image. So Tertullian it 
Apolog. Chap. 12. faith, I find nut 
to 0bjeft againſt Images, but that the matt 
them # ſet, as our Frying-pans and Kel 
are made of, wich changet it's deſtiny 
conſecration. And Minittins Felix ſpeakst 
ofa Pagan Image , Behold it is melted, , 
ved, fuſbioned, and yet it is not God ; 

it is gilded , finiſhed, erefted , and yeti 
not God ; beholdit is adorned , conſcecra 
and worſhiped, and then' it is God. 7 
Arnobius in Book 6. Dedication or ( 
ſecration makes them dwell in Images, t 
refuſe not to dwell in habitations of earth, 
rather being forced to $0 into them by the ri 
of Dedication, they are incorporated , + 
Joyned to the Images. © But might not 
Hathens have replied to the Chriſtians! 
We find it juft;ſo in your Euchariſt , 4 
that the ſigns are of the ſame matter with' 
common Bread and wine , but changet! 
deſtiny by conſecration ; behold it is kn 
ded , and moulded , and yet it is not Gr 
behold it is baked inthe Oven, and yet 
not God; behold it is conſecrated aind ad 
ed; andthenitis God ; for your Chriftd 
not refuſe to enter into theſe earthly matt 
or rather , "_ forced to go into them 
the right of conſecration, heis incorpord 
and joined to the ſpecies of the Bread; 
wine, G 


' Or - he je Maſe lead ntburied.. 77 
Thirdly , The Heathens had b6th 
at and lirthe Images; 'and did belive that 
Joo which they wor ſhiped, was as well 
In the little as inthe great ones. _ in 
Book 6. jears them for this; ſaying, - that, 
If thtir- Gods had their great ind ittle Images . 
inwhich theydwelt , they muſt needs be ſtrai- 
ghined -for want -of room in the little. ones, 
whereas in the great ones they might ſtretch 
themſe;ves out. at their full length. But 
rfght-not the Heathens have reproachedthe 
Chriſtians of thoſe times in-the ſame manner 
if they had b&)ieyed that Jeſus Chriſt had been 
wholly contained. as well ina little hoſtasin 
agreat one, and as. well in the leaſt part of 
the hoſt as in the greateſt? © | l 
. -22,. Laftly,.: The. Heathens were repro- 
ached for worſhiping wood and'Stane ; tlie 
work of menshands; things that cannot wn; 
hear, ſmell, taſte, breath, ſpeak ,, or. 
move ; things expoſed to age ; -ruſt ,- cor-_ 
ruption , duſt, falling, breaking, burning, 
&c. tothe injuries of W.orins , "Mice , and 
other beaſts; ſubje&t to the porrer of Ene- 
mies, to be ftolen, lockt up, &c. as 
you may read in Arnobizs, Latlanting, 
Minutins Felix, and other ancient Do&ors 
ofthe Church. But if thoſe ancient Cluſtians 
had believed what the Roinaniſts now do, 
might not the Heathens have replicd thus ; 
E 3 And , 


nor moves? Is not your hoſt ſubject tag 
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-- The Funeral ofthe Maſs; 1 
And can you deny that the hoſt which, 
worſhip is the work of a mans hands; 
mouldedit, and gayeit ſuch a formas ply 
him, and then conſecrated it with cen 
words to make your. Chriſt come int 
whole and entire? Do notyouadvrey 
hoſt,- which neither ſees, nor hears, ..; 
ſmells, nor breaths, nor walks, nor ſpe 


duft,falling but ning,to | Worms,to,Mic "ff 
other Beafts? 1s it not-ſubje&+-to bet; 
away , ſtolen , lockt-yp, '&*c. Butifh 
faid that the accidents of the hoſt are « 


KbjeQ to theſe inconyeniences, and,; 


Jeſus Chriſt that 1s under them, I anſwe r 


the Heathens had faid the ſame,vizÞ}thaty 
- Gods were not ſubje& to theſe inconyen! 
ces, butthe Images only in which they wi 


for in .Arnobizs his 6, Book , they ſp 
thus : We- believe not the Copper, gold and, 


ver, whereof the Images are made, # 


Gods and Deities, that of themſelves def 
adoration; but in theſe materials we d 
thoſe that ſacred dedication introduceth , + 
cauſeth to dwell in the Images. 
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Or the Maſs dead aud" buried. 79 
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1.N4ptHe taking away of the Euchariſtical 
: Cup was eftabliſhed as an. Article of 
Faith by the Rom(/b Church Repreſentative, 
aſſembled in-conneil at- Conſtance, dnnc 14715. 
Seſjon 13.” ih' a- Cation, the chirfclauſes 
' whereof are-theley-- Seeing that im divers 
parts of the world theyre be ſome who-rafſbly. * 
perſume toſay , that Chriſtian people ought to 
partake of the Sacrament of the Euchariſtun. 
der both ſpecies-of the Bread und Wine, and do E 
give the Communion t0 Lay-people, not only 
nnder the ſpecies of the bread;bat alſo under the 
ſpecies of: the wine; this preſent holy: general 
Comncil of Conflance , lawfully alſom led in 
the name 'of the Holy Ghoſt, being deſiyons- 
to provide for the ſafety of the-faithful againſ# 
the errour, doth therefore declare, decree, 
«1d determine , that althdugh Tefus Chriſt: 
did adminiſter this venerable Sacrament to his 
diſciples under both the ſpecies of Bread and 
Wine; and although in the primitive Churth 
the Faithful did receive this Sacrament under - 
both' ſpecies, yet notwithſtanding that ( far 
the avoiding of certain dangersand ſcandals ) 
this cuſtom , which was introduced with rea- 
_ E 4 ſon, 
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fon, ought to be kept, viz. - that Pyl 
that ſay Maſi:Jhall commpnicate under þ 
the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, but- 
Layapes ſous ſbalk-communicate «Rder the} 
cies of Bread only : and they that ſhall Jay 
contfary , oiight to be expelled as. Heros 
end grievouſly puniſhed by the Biſhops 1 
their Officials.  This-Canon was confirn 


| by: the, ſucceeding Romiſb- Councils ,;-; 


particularly by ehe Council of Trent. ; .. .; 
- '2. | Again(t-ſo.horrible-'a, Canon and 
ſtrange 'a-Law , itis vety difficult to opp 
any.thinos; for, | if you. tel] them that 4 
Law is. contrary tothe.Inſtitution'and co 
mand of Jeſus. Chriſt,” theytreely contels 
ſcing that although Jeſys, Chriſt did inſtit 
and adminiſter the Euchariſt, unger,both, 
cies; -yet they. will not have. it ſo practi 
If you tell them that this Law is contrary 
the command of St. Paut , and pradtice 
thePrimitive Church, they ingenuouſly.q 
it; for they openly declare, *that althou 
the Faithfill' in the Primitive Church did 
ceive the Sacrament of the Eucharitt. un 
bath ſpecies, yet they that practife it t| 
ought to be expelled & puniſhed as heretic 
This is the true way oicnding all Contro\ 


* 
- »+ 


ties, and of keeping usfrom Hputingy 
that 


them. For example , It we alledge 


Pauls Tim. 4. faith, that they who for 


"hat \ by 


Or the Maſs dead and-buried. $1 © 
go marry, and command to abſtain from meats, 
do teach the dofrines of Devils; they need 
only anſwer , -That although St. - Paul doth 
fayſo, yet we muſt notbelieveit, becauſe 
the Romi/ſb Churchihath determined other- 
wiſe. Apain, 'if we alledge, That the ſame. 
Apoſtle Epheſ.: 2. faith, that we are ſaved 
by grace; through faith ; and that not of. our 
ſelves , it #' the gift of God ; _ not of works, 
teſt-any man fhould boaſt ;-they need qunly 
anſwer;, That although this was written by- 
the Apoſtle, yet we, mult not belieye it, be- 
cauſe the Romi/ſh Church hath determined, >= 
that we are ſaved by works and faith as com- * 
ing from our ſelves, and from the ſtrength 
Sour own free will, &*c. AndnowLleaye | 
you to ] _ whom we ought to follow, *'; 
whether theſe lying Doors ; or Jeſus Chriſt * 
and his Apoſtles. But that which 1 find ut- 
terly- inſupportable is this, viz. that they 
accuſe of raſhneſs, errour., and hereſie, 
hoſe that by obeying Jeſus Chriſt and his 
\poſtles, and following the prafice ofthe 
Primitive Church, do afhra that we ought 
o partake of the Cup as well as of the Bread. 
\gain, Ifind it an inſufferable piece ofim- 
pudence, that they boaſt ſo much of anti- 
Juity , and of the .conformity of their Creed 
o that of the Primitive Church , and 
7et can ſo openly renounce both in ' this 
| E 5 EE + 
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92 'The Funeral of the Maſs, 
chief and 'principal point . of dodringf 
-  -3 - Here the Romy/hiDoQors now 2 
think to-ſticlter themſelves, by tellingy 
true that Jeſus Chriſt: did inftitute.the $5 
ment ofthe Euchariſt under both the 
. of the Bread and Wine &-. and that. he 
mitive Church did fo celebratejit , not.by 
= expreſs command of Jefus.. Chriſt ag 
3 Apc les, but meerly by Ecclefiaſticalp 
= which maybechanged, asfeveral occg 
and circumftances require. And they. 
LH - That it is ſufficient to obferye that wh 
n | of theeſſence of the Sacrament, wiz. 
| - ceiye the body and bloud of Chriſt; buy 
' the Church may change that which is act 
tal; viz. to receive them under both 
- Fpecies, or under one ſpeciesonly'; faq 
| will haveit , that the bloud of Chrifth 
der the ſpecies of the Bread , by - < 
mitance, and that his body is a he 
cies of the Wine by concomitance ;% 
cauſe Jeſus Chriſt being now. glorious 
| bodyandbloud cannot be ſeparated; :; 
4. To this I reply, Firſt , That there 
expreſs command of Jeſus Chriſt to tab 
Cup and drink, St. Matth. 26. inf 
\ words, drink ye all of it. Tothis thi 
iſh Doftors anſwer, That the wore 
| notextendedto all men; forthen weil 
 fay that the Euchariſtical Cup ought | 
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OF the Maſi dead and buried. $5 
given to Turks, fews, and all other Infidels. 
And they add, that the word all doth'not 

xtend to all thoſe that'are of the body of 
*Chitth of the 'EI&&t,, for then the Eucha- 
riſtical cup ſhould: be given! to little childrens, 
whom God hath de&tdto eternal life, butſay 
they,the word all is exterided only to all thoſe 
to whorn Jefus Chriſt gave the cup,v#x.to the 
p69 p rem ge” odd ohm ue _ 
>*; T6 this I reply ©-That'although Jeſs 
Chriſt gave his ona wo | Spark the 
Enchariftical ip t6' his Apoſtles only; yet 
we mult kriow in. what ns rn kr 
this command. But it was hot inthe quakry 
of Apoftles , for then none 'but Apoſtles 
conld partake'sf the cup ; and there being 
now tlio more Apoſtles, it ſhouſd'be quite 
taken away, and {o Maſs coultb&yb more 
celebrated. And it ©” was not "in quali- 
of of Paſtors , or ſacrificing Prieſts ; for 
Teſus CÞrift was then the only Sacrificer , as 
the Romiſh Dofors ſay , and the Apoſtles 
did not then exerciſe the funRion of facrifi- 
ing Priefts. Beſides it belotigs'to Paſtors, 
and thoſe that adminiſter the Sacraments, 
deing publick perfonsto give , but to private 
perſons ta receiye only : - But the Apoſtles int 
the celebration of the Euchariſt , id only re- 
eive of Teſus Chriſt their Maſter and Paſtor : 
herefore they received the command to 
| drink 


\ 


— 


. 


Whence it follows-that,all the faithful- 
partake of the Sacrament .gf the Euchay 
are oblidged by.che commandof Jeſus Ch 
to drink of the, cup. So: then;the Ron 
 DoRorsare miſtaken when they tell-us, £ 
none but Prieſts that.facrifice, havea.right 
drink of-the cup, and that thoſe Prieſts 
do notfacrifice , muſt communicate ung 
the ſpecies of he bread only, for at that th 
the Apoſtles did not, ſacrifice. .- To, thigzn 
beadded,that ifthe command of JeſusGhe 


drink. ye ell of it.., was ſpoken to ;Pal ( 


were Paſtors; then it follows that the cal 


mand of Jeſus Chriſt, Teke, eat, wasp 0 K 
to Paſtowonly, becauſe they to whom Je 
Chriſtſpake were Paſtors; and ſo the peg 


will not be obliged by any command to cap 
municate under the ſpecics of the bread, a 
conſequently will be wholly deprived of | 
Sacrament, which is very abſurd and cont 
ry to Chriſtian Religion. RE 
6; Secondly , Ifay , Thatin 1 Cor. 
there is an expreſs command to all the Fay 
ful todrink of the cup, in theſe words, 
man examine himſelf, and ſo let him eat 
this bread, and drink of this cup. Inwhi 
words the Apoſtle ſpeaks to all Believers,w 


no doubt, have cauſe to examine themlſcly 
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.'  Or-the Maſs, dead ang buried. 8s 
And:thisis apparent, becanſe St. Paul diretts 
his Epiſtle. ( and conſequently theſe words) 
to all thoſe of the Church of Corinth, as: well - 
Lay-men as Ecdeſiaftical ;*-for in chap.” 1: 
wer 2. he Girefts it to at{\that TH every-pldte 
call upon the name of Teſns Chriſt our Lord: 
To this I add; That Jeſus Chriſt doth. not + 
only ſay, as often as ye edt this bread, - but * 
alſo *, as often as ye drink this cup yeido 
ſbew the Lords death till. he'comie ;* ſo that 
we.do as muchcortimeniorate Chriſts death 
by partaking of. the cup in. the Euchatriſtz 
as.we do by partaking of the bread. ' And 
this js. very proper ,' for ſcing that not only 
the body of Chriſt was broken, but alſo his 
bloud thed on the,,Croſs; andthat in every 


propitiationand expiation' for ſin, the effu- 


ſion ofbloud,was yery conſiderable (becauſe 
it repreſents death betterthan any thing elſe. 
doth) it is certain that they do not celebrate 
the memory of Chriſts death as they ought, 
that do not partake of this part of the Sacra- 
ment, whereby only-we commemorate the 
effuſion of Chriſts bloud. -_ Nt 
...-7. Thirdly,I fay, that in the diſpute about 
the Euchariſt, our Advetfaries do alledgeto 
us the words of Feſus Chriſt in chap. 6 of Sr. 
Johns Goſpel, Except ye drink the bloud of 
the ſon of man , ye have no life in you. 
Why then do they depriye the pesple of WW 
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broken for you; and then ſeparately the! 
crament of his bloud, in theſe words; Dy 


20 oll of it, for this is my bloud , whit 


ſhed for you. And he not only ſpeaks 
them ſeparately, . but repreſents; them ag 
ally ſeparated in hisdeath ; for he faith, 
body broken for you, and my bloud' ſhed 


"you. In which words there is, no placg 


concomitance ; for the body broken hy 
vers wounds doth. not contain the bloudy 
the bloud being ſhed, is not contained itt 


o . 
- : : 
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| Oy the Maſi dead. and buried. 3g 
body. Alfo our Ady erſaries affirm, that the 
facramental words do. gperate that which 
they Ggnilic ; but, by their. own: confeſſion, 
they lignifie the Gparmtiogenf Chiriſts bady 
from his bloud, as Cardinal Perron accknow- 
ledgcth in his reply to the King of Great Bri- 
tain, pag. 1108..in theſe words, The ſcope 
of the entireneſs of this Sacrament, '#s to put 
* in mind that this body and this bloud © 
which we receive, were divided by bis death. 
on the Croſs ; whence St. Payl ſaith, as often 
&s we eat this bread, and drink this cap, we 
' ſhew the Lords death till he come. "Thirdly, 
Iſay, That as he that cats bread diptin wine, 
hath indeed wine in his mouth , but doth nor , 
drink it ; ſo he that ſhould eat or ſwallow; 
conſecrated hoſt , would not drink Chrifts 
bloud though it were in it. 10. 
8. Laſtly, I fay , That ſcing the Sacra, 
ments were inſtituted to aſſure us the more of 
the truth of Gods promiſes, and that all oux . 
comfort depends on this perſwaſion, that all 
Gods promiſes are moſt true ; it neceſfarily 
follows, that as much of the Sacrament as js 
taken away, ſo muchotthe certainty of this 
perſwaſion is diminiſhed. And 'tisto no pur. 
poſe to ſay that one part of the Sacrament 
doth as much confirm Gods promiſes as the 
whole Sacrament doth ; for if it beſo, then 
God hath unneceffarily inſtituted two Sacra- 


Mens; 
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of "Ihe -2aſ boy the A. 
ments; forithad been ehough to have 
rated Ba ptifm only ', ſcing it is ordained 
Snfirm Gods) promiſes: - *But, - if: for. ſud 
cbnfirmation wc Sdcranbetes are beg 
one; *andif two pledges: , andtwoſcUlgl 
that phtpoſe, arc of more conſequenceth ; 
one alone ; thetiin one Sacrament alſo, t 
ſigns are of more weight than one alone, 4 
the confirmation of "Gods promiſes. A; 
ſeing tis(aid: St: Luke-22. and '1 Cor, 11. h 
the cup is the New Teftament; * and the NJ 
Covenant inthe bloud of Chriſt *, becauſ 
is the Sacrament of it, why then are peop 
deprivedof it? _- 4 
9. As for the imaginary dangers / a 


feandals which the Romi/b Doors tow d* 


es*partaking 'of the cup., I fay in geg 
Loo: 3 onde let 
of wiſdom are hid-,  and.in whom the fulnl 
6fthe Godhead dwells bodily )forelaw the 
as well as they ; and yet he inſtituted anda 
miniſtred the cup, & commanded all to de 
ofit. AndSt. Paul who was extraordi 
inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt , doth { notwi 


ſtanding thele pretended: dangers and ſc 


dals)cammand the Corinthians , as well 
perſons as Eccleſiaſtical, to drink of the cuj 
as hath been already proved. F 

10. The firſt inconvenience which q 


 Adyerſaries and. in peoples partaking of 


. »$4,.4 
. 0”. ed bd 


Oy the 5k teas joy 1rd. Lg 
WP is that they fear. they, ma ay dip their 
aches; inthe THEE F 0 the bloud 
E; Chit miay remain oh Ken hair of the 


mouſtache ,,. fear thatthe ſpeciesof 
the. one , and 2g quently Chtifts bloud,; 


may fall to the' rouhd- and being falten't 


avgot be.gathered up again. 

" TothisT anſwer : Firſt, That womieti, 
Eunuchs, and. ſuch oung men as haye no 
beards, ou he hot to ze exduded. 2 
E Secondly , "It is better to b be without Mou- 
aches thin without the participation ofthe 


hole Sacrament. 

Thirdly , ' This inconvenitnce proceeds 
only” om- a falfe ſuppoſition ,' viz. that- 
hr 5 bloud'is tindert efp ciesofthe wine ; 


ut i in the Sacrament Fo « Fricharift there | 
nothing but Bread and'Winein ſi ubſtance, 
® any of it {Kould fall tothe groun aAcci- 


entally , and tot through any fault of ours, 
is inconvenience is not great enoughtto vie- 
ite the inſtitution. and command wad Jeſus 
heiſt and his Apoſtles. Fei Ih 

11. The ſecond inconvenienceis; Thar 
is. almoſt impoſſible to obſerye'this Law 
here there is a great number of people and 
ut one Prieſt. 

To this 1 aniffcer , Firſt, Thatin places: 
her there 1s much Ps ,* a5 in Cities, 


ere are divers Priefts” © ' 7 
L- Fn END - Secondly 


= 


; | ae ode en, 
- . 


--=_ The Funeral of ike Maſs,” 
Secondly., If one. Pa. be not. ny af 
another mult he called! from fone nei ohh b 
ing p place. -*__. Bf nth off | 
- Thirdly., That. Whit * caiitot be 1b 
aneday , muſt be done in two or three 
rather then the command of Tehia © C 
ſhould be, vialated ;” and the. pradtiſe & 
Primitive Church abandoned. 3 
12. The third i inconvenience is, nr” 
have a natural antipathy or ple 
Wine, and conſcquen dy cannot .d 
the cup. 
_ © To.this.I anfwer , That becaufe cor 
ations dodepend © en certain dad N 
they are. ſuppoſed #0 be camumanded'te 
thathave natural hawers proper to &8 
thoſe ations, and/to.none clic. . For Bl 
ple, The hearing of -Gods Word isnotg 
manded to.deafperſons, but. Shot: that 
hearit ; | but drinking of Wineis a co p 
aQion , and.therefore commanded tos 
-only that can drink it. So that if the cup 
be taken fromall Lay-people, becauſe! | 
of them; have a natural;antipathy ro _ WI 
then-the preaching. of the Goſpel mit 
taken from all Chriſtians , becauſe. ſon 
_ arcdeafandeannot hearit. _ - 7 
; The fourth i; inconvenience is, Þ 
Fr are ſome Countries: where :nq. 


grows, aS1n Lapland , N orway , , Ke 6) 
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| Or the Maſs dead and buried. ot 
To this I anfwer ; Firſt, That although 
no Wine grows in thoſe Countries , yet 
ſome may be brought thither.. | 
Secondly , But if none can be brought 
without being. ſpoiled , and lang + 4 | 
d, then it. is better to ſubſtitute, the grdr- 
nary drink ofthe Country in ſtead:of Wine.. 
Thirdly , But if this common drink ofthe 
Country may not be ſubſtituted. in ſtead of 
Wine , then.they that cannot have Wine, 
do abſtain from it , becauſe they are forced 
thereunto : and it is neither impudence nor 
contempt , to abſtain from a thing com- 
anded by Jeſus Chriſt , whenit.is not to be 
had: but to ordainthat they that have wine in 
abundance ſhall abſtain from. the cup., isan Y 
\(ufferable boldneſs, and a moſt unchriſtian -: 
contempt of the Sacrament, ' — 4 
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-c H A F. VIL. 
. Aid the _ 


fe Maſs , according to the'R 
"Doors , . is a Sacrifice: ofthi 


ad Bioud of Chriſt propitiatory for thi ; 
of theliving and dead ;: \and ſoirisdd 


by the Councilof Trent; - Seſiion 22. 
-fuch.a Mafs' we might alleadde * all theR 


£ 


tantiatioh, and the pretended preſen 


'Chriſts body i inthe hoſt ; for-our Adverli 
| confeſs that'thoſe reaſons which deftroy\ | 
* fibRantiatior, - and the pretended vrele 
: Clriſts body in the hoſt, do alſo deſtts | 


"Mas. ' "But in this Chapter we ſhall onl 

ſuch Arguments as are diretly agaiiif 

Maſs, and do utterly deſtroy it. | 
2, The fiſt Argyment is drawn fros 


' viz. thatinthe inſtitution and 6: ſt celeh 


'on of the Euchariſt , Jeſus Chrift didm 


_ crifice nor offer his body and bloud to hi 
ther, asappears by what is mentioned j 


three Eyangeliſts and the Apoſtle St.-Pas 
hich there is not the leaft toot-ſtep ! 

' Teeh ofa ſacrifice, or oblation of Chrilf 
dy and bloud. This Bellarmize confeſl 
Book 1..ofthe Maſs, chap. 27. inthete \ 


| _ Or the Maſs dead and buried, , 93: 
the oblation which is made after conſecra- 
on , belongs to the entireneſs. of the Sacra- 
nent,but 55 not of its eſſence ; which I prove, 
becauſe neither our Lord nor his Apoſtles, did 
nake this oblation at the firſt",. as we have 
lemonſtrated out of Gregory. The Jeluite 
Falmeron in Tom. 13. of his Commentarics 
Yn the Epiſtlesof St, Paul , makes 'a Cata- 
ogue of unwritten. Traditions, in which he 
uts the Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchie, the worſhip- 
7 of images, the Maſs, the manner of ſacri- 
cing, and, the tradition that Feſus Chriſt did 
fer a ſacrifice in the Bread and Wine. Cat- 
inal Baronizs in his Annals on the year 53. 
ecly confeſſeth that the ſacrifice of tbe Eu- 
hariſt is an unwritten Tradition. . A frange 
ing that the Maſs, which is the foundation 
the Romiſh Church (_ for the Defors re- 
uirenothing of the people , but that they 
ould go to Maſs)' cannot be found to have 
en inſtituted or commanded by. Jeſus 
hriſt. And thetruth is ,, if Jeſus Chriſt in 
e celebration of the Euchariſt had offered 
to God his Father a ſacrifice of his Body 
d Bloud,, propitiatory for the ſins of the lis 
ng anddead, then there had been. no need 
at he ſhould have been ſacrificed again on 
ce Crols, becauſe, having already expiated 
r fins in the ſacrifice of the Euchariſt, there 
as no need he ſhould expiate them again on 


the 
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the Croſs. . To this I add, that St. P 
4. 11. mentions the offices which Teſurd : 
left. his Chijrch when'he aſcended in 
yen, intheſe words, . He gave ſome hi 
endyome Prophets, and ſome Evangeliſt bY, 
fenne Faſtors and Teachers . but 17 a Ty 
ion at allof the Sacrificers of Chi 
dy andbloud, nor in 1 Tim. nor in ke 5 | 
to Titus; when he deſcribes the duty 0 
ſhops , Presbyters and Deacons , wit 
makin: the leaſt mention of this ſacrifi 
Chriſts ; body and bloud. _ 

3. The fond Argument is drawn 
the definition ofa Sacrifice, as it is giv 
by our Adverſarics, Cardinal Pellay 
Book 1..ofthe Maſs, chap. 2. defines itt 
Sacrifice is an external oblation madeti 
alone , whereby in acknowledgement- of j 
amene infirmity, and the divine Majeſiy; 
lawful Miniſter conſecrates by a my) - 
Ten. and deſtroys ſomething that is 
«nd permanent. From theſclaſt words, 
that the lawful Miniſter deſtroys ſomg 
that is ſenſible, I form two Ax umentsy 
deſtroy the facrifice ofthe Maſs. 4 

The "firſt is this, Inevery ſacrifice thel 
facrificed muſt fall under our ſenſes ; fa 
Adverſariesſay it isa ſenſible thing : Bil 
body and bloud of Chriſt, which 2 are pl 
Jedt to be ſacrificed inthe Maſs, under th 
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cidents'ofthe bread and wine, do not fall. un. 
der our ſcnfes | , 48 we fnd by experience: 
Therctore ' the body..and bloud of Chriſt, 
whicharc pretended to be under the accidents 
of the bread and wine ,, are not the thing fas 

ifaced. . EET Be I F, 7 
; The ſecond Argument is this :.In every 
cue ſacrifice the thing ſacrificed muſt be ut- 
ly deſtroyed ; that is , 1t muſt be ſo-chan- 
ged, that it muſt ceaſe to.be what it was be- 
ore -.! as; Bellarmizefaithin c___ terms in 
heplace above cited : But in the pretended 


Sacrifice ofthe Maſs Chriſts body and bloud 
are net deſtroyed ; for Feſus Chriſt dieth ng 
more, Rom. 6. Therefore in the pretended 
Sacrifice of the Maſs, the body. and bloud of 


Chriſt are not the thing ſacrificed. Wy 
S 4. Tothcſe two Arguments Bellarming in 
Book 1. ofthc Maj, tha. 27. and,other Re- 
/b Doors anſwer,that Chriſts body ſimp.- 
is not the thing ſacrificed in the Maſs, but 
t is Chriſts body, as it is underthe ſpecies of 
e bread ; and that it-is in reference tothe 
pecies of the bread, that Chriſts body. is ſen- 
ble and vil. be, | 
Secondly, , They anſwer that inthe facri-., 
ice of the Maſs Chriſts body is deſtroyed in ©. } 
eſpect of its facramental beeing , but not in_ 
eſpet of its na-ural becing; for when it is 
aten in the ſacrament it ceaſeth to be under 
e ſpecies of the bread, "7" Gs BY 
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45. Totheſe anſwers I'reply ,, Firft;'Th 
Chriſts body isnot viſible by the ſpecies ofx 
bread ', ' becauſe , as our Adverfaries {i 
that hides it from us; and hinders'usfro 
ſeeingft. ” And althongh a ſabftatice may! 
faid to be viſible , and cognizable by it's a6: 
dents, yet it is neyer fo by the accidents 
another ſubſtance ; and conſequently Jl 
Chriſt may be ſaid to be viſible by his of 
accidents, but not by the accidents of 
bread, which are ral 'alike both inthe c6 
ſecrated and'unconſecrated hoſts ; and'ti 
ridiculous ſhift to ſay that Chiſts body isvi 
ble under the ſpecies of the bread , becaij 
.that ſpecies is viſible ; for as we canotÞ 
Wine thatis ina Hogſhead , becauſe wet 
the Hogſhead ;* and we cannot fee Moll 
thatis in-a Purſe cloſed, becauſe we ſeerly 
Purſe /; 'ſo neither can'we ſee the body un" 
the fpecies of the bread , becauſe we (eee 
ſpecies ; 'for as our Adverfaries'fay , th 
ſpecies hinders us from ſeeing it. ", 
6. Secondly , 'I ſay, That by the ſac}: 
mentak beeing is underſtood, only an ae 
© dental beeing of Jeſus Chriſt (for example! 
epreſence in the Sacrament ) or elſe beſidhh 
that,is underſtood his ſubſtantial beeing toc 
. It his ſubſtantial being be alſo under{to&) 
({ceing the ſubſtantial beeing ofa thing is nf ! 
thing elſe but its ſubſtance and nature ) thifc 
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ic will folow that if Jeſus Chriſt be deſtroyed 
in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt in reſpe& of 
his ſubſtantial being, he muſt alſo be deſtro- 
ed in reſpe& of his natural beeing which is 
ontrary to what the Apoſtle ſaith; Rom. 6. 
that Feſus Chriſt dieth no more. Ifan acci- 
dental beeing of Jeſus Chriſt be only under- 
tood(for example, his preſence in the Sacra- 
ment) then theſe abſurdities will follow, wiz. 
Firſt, That the ſacrifice of the Maſs will be 
he ſacrifice of an accident only, &not of Jeſus 
riſt, becauſe the preſence of Jeſus Chriſt is 
otTeſusChriſthimfelf, but an accident ofhim. 
Secondly , It will follow that the ſacrifice 
Dfthe Maſs , and that of the Croſs will not be 
e ſame ſacrifce, in reference to the thing ſa. 
rificed, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt and his preſence 
Src not the ſame things ; Jeſus Chriſt be- 
Bng a ſubſtance , and his preſence an acci- 
Went, which is contrary to the deciſion of the 
$ouncil of Trent, which hath determined 
Hat the ſacrifice ot theMaſs, & that of the croſs 
$:c the ſamein reference tothe thing ſacrificed, 
g Thirdly, It will follow that the thing 
F hich is deſtroyed in the Sacrament , is not 


Ficre, becauſe there ,isonly an accident deſt- 
yed , whereasa ſubſtance was produced by 
 ranſubſtantiation , which is a ſubſtantial 
xJonyerſion as hath been ſufficiently proved. 
. { F Fourthly 


Tec ſame with that , which was produced, 


# 
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-  Fourthly,, It will follow that the ifag 
Ke of the Maſs will be offered in the Prieh 
fKtomach only, becauſe this preſence is ny 
deſtroyed till the Prieft hath caten the hoſk 
and.conſequently , the facrifice of the Mg 
xciltbe- offered after the Maſs , for this pg 
fence'is only deſtroyed by the deſtruftio 
the accidents ; and commonly thelſe ag 
dents are not deſtroyed till after Maſs is ſai 
Fifthly , It will-follow that :he juſtice 
Sod will ceaſe to be the ſame ; - for whe 
heretofore it could not be fatished but by 
death-of Chriſt , and by the' deftruQion 
his natural beeing ; now God is appeaſed,c 
ſins expiated , and Gods juſtice fatisfied 
vhe deſtruftion of his ſacramental heing onlf 
for they, will haveit , that the ſacrificeof 
Maſs is propitiatory for the ſins of-[the liv 
and the dead. (#4. 55 
The third Argument is drawn fre 
theſe words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. Alw 
al! things are by the I aw purged with ble 
and without ſheding of bloud is no remiſsiall, 
Tt was therefore aeceſſary that the pattern. 
things in the Heavens ſhould be purified wil. 
. theſe, © but the” heavenly things themſel , 
with better ſacrifices then theſe. From whiſs 
words I form this Argument. There is| 
propitiation ,. or remiſftion of ſins withf 


ſheding of bloud , as the Apoſile faith ; 


# 


d , 


| 
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3n-of fins; and confequently no propitia- 


ypes of heavenly things were fo purified, as 


Y 


he Apoſtle ſaith, Heb. 9. therefore under the 


= 


tew Teſtament alſo there can be no propitia- 


Pccellent ſacrifice , viz. by the. g 
Fbrits bloud. - And although the Apoſtleu- 
*Eth the word Sacrifices inthe plural number, 


"Ft ve muſt underſtand: the" only. ſacrifice of 
 Pbriſt'on the Croſs; -becauſe when one thing 


2 


"Yoppoſed to many , it is often expreſſedin 
"Fc plural number ; as when Baptiſm, which 


T but one, is called Baptiſms, -Heb. 6. 2, but 


"+ 


el .os of the ſacrifice of the Croſs. 

v*Js. The fourth Argument s drawnfrom 
ÞÞ words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 10. 16. This 
UWghe Covenant which I will make with them 


er thoſedays ſaith the Lord, I will put my 


F 2 laws 


in the Maſsthere isnofheding of bloud (for it' 
is called an Unbloudy facrifice: ') Therefore - 
nthe Maſsthere isno propitiation or remiſſ1-- 


ory ſacrifice for ſin. "This Argument may 
ve thus confirmed : Under the Ol Teſta-' 
zent there was no propitiation , orpurifica- 
ton, Without ſheding of 'bloud , and the 


o 
: 
* 


0N or purification without ſheding of bloud,; 
d heavenly things , being repreſented by 
x legal types, mult be purified c' a more ' 


edino of 


Fc only ſacrifice of the Croſs of Chriſt in the - 
t-above cited, Heb. 9. -23. is oppoſed to - 
old Sacrifices , which weretypesand fi-* 


, , 414 > » , 
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laws into their hearts, and in their minds m 
I write them, and their ſims and iniquities w] 
I remember n0 more. Now where remiſsio 
theſe ts,there is nomore offering for ſin, whe 
I form this Argument :. where there is ren 
fion of ſinsthere is no need of an oblation;| 
a propitiatory ſacrifice for ſin, as the Apol 
faith. But inthe Chriſtian Church , by 
tue ofthe new Teſtament, or New Covent 
confirmed by the bloud of Chriſt, there is] 
miſlion of fins, Heb. 10. 16, 179. Therefl 
in the Chriſtian Church now adays, thi 
no need of an oblation , or pr opitiatory| 
crifice , and conſequently no need of the! 
crifice of the Maſs. 
9. The fiith Argument is "drawn Fromil 
words of the Apoſtle , Heb. 9. eſs Ch 
offereth nat himſelf ofien , as the high Pr 
entereth into the holy place every year n 
the bloud of others ; for then muſt he of 
have ſuffered from. the foundation of. 
World, but now once inthe end of the Wo 
hath he appeared to put aray {in by the ſad 
fice of himſelf. And as it is appointed t01 
exce to die, but dfter this the judgement;! 
Chriſt was once offered to beay the ins of mc 
aud unto them that look for him [ball he 
par the ſecond time without ſin unto ſalvatil 
This is confirmed by the words of the fa 
Apoltle, Heb, 10. The Law having a /had 
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of good things to come, and not the very image 
of the things , can never with thoſe ſacrificds 
which they offered year by year, continually 

WM make the comers thereunto perfet, for then 
WM would they not have ceaſed to be offered, be. 
WM cauſe the worſhipers once purged, ſhould have 
ll had no more conſcience of ſens. But 'in thoſe 
MF 4 remembrance is made again of ſins every 
year ; for it # not Pn that the bloud of 
bulls and of goats ſhould take away ſms, & c. 
And every High Prieſt ſtandeth dayly mini- 
& ſtring and offering often times the ſame ſaeri- 
 fices which can never take away ſims ; bus 
this manafier he had offered one ſacrifice for 
WM (ins , forever ſate down on the right hand of 
WW God. For by one offering he hath fcr ever 
þtr/efted them that ave [anflified : which is 
page to _ he _ ſaid a Fork be- 
i force, that we are ſanfified by the offering 0 
= the body of Teſus rus; gates all. ek 
all which I form theſe Arguments. | 
10. Firſt,the old ſacrifices were reiterated, 
8 for the Apoſtle ſaith that the High Prieſt ente- 
8 reth into the holy place every year with the 
BY loud of others : but theſacrifice of JESUS 
WB CHRIST muſt not be reiterated , for 
the ſame Apoffle ſaith that Feſws Chriſt offe- 
reth not himſelf often ; and that he hath once 
appeared to put away (in by the ſacrifice af 
himſelf: Therefore the ſacrifice of the Maſs 
F 3 1s 
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'is'not the faceifice of the Crofsreiterated;? 
the reiteration ofthe ſacrifice ofthe Cr olss 
our Adverſaiies would haveit. | 
SIRAS Þ 5 Secondly, 'Thie' Apo Mendding +3 
he ſbould often eeoeſufforetf 09 the. found 
01 of thewworld; Makes ib apparent that Chu 
carnotbeoffcred without fuffering : Foryi 
he that ſhouldffay, rhis is not fire elſe it wo. 
be hot , dothineceſſarily prefuppoſethatfl 
is hot ; and ashe that ſhould'fay he is no-mi 
elſe he -wouldberational - "Ile neceftaill 
preſuppoſe thatimar is ratiopab: ſoxwhend 
Apoſttke faith , that Tefurs Cs (Paffereripy 
*himfelf often,” otherwiſe h&/kbulbofter hi 
 fuſeved;: dith neceffarily-preſiippeſe that h 
ſus Chritt cannot offer himſelf without fu 


6; Fut Jef Chrift-dotly nottuffer eval 
th nthe als : Therefore he is trot offert 


every d day in the Maſs by the winiſtry 


*Pri 
. 12. Thirdly, Thefe words From the foul 
dation of theworld,” are of orcatweight, 
*risas Rr as ifthe A poſtle had faid* , if tl 
only ſacrifice of Clift on the crofs he not 
ficient to take away fins which-fÞall be con 
Witted hereafter , it follows that it was nf 
{fficientto take away: ſins' which: have ber 
"committed heretofore frat the creation 
- the warld; for it is very unſuitable that] 
| ſcrilive of Chriſt on the -croſsſhouldhal 


mol 


FC. 
p 
igjand day of Judgement ; ſo: Chriſt hath offe- 
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Te vertue before it was offered than ſince : 
ut the ſactifibe: of Chrift on the crofs , had 
evertue: 7 _— _ baohare it was, 
herws e (faitht Apoitte) Jhogld ofiew 
22be NB  froms the. founde#101 gin 
World : Therefore it hath alſo vertne. to take 
away. fins cortunitted ſince itwas ,: and con- 
qacucly thercisno needthat it ſhould be re- 
atediuthe Maſs. 
23: .Fourthily,, The Apoſtles compar {on 


enhfdorable; the ſenſewhereof is this: as 


wen ſuffer. death but oncec,and after death ay- 
pear no:more:tillthe day. of the reſurrection, 


Fred himſelf to his Father once for all on the 
Acroſs to-take away ſins, and will be no more 


on. earth until he comes tojudge the quick- 


rg and the dead... This utterly deſtroys the Maſs, 
Qin which.Jeſus Chriſt 'is ſaid to be offered and 


{ſacrificed continually by the miniſtry of 


Prieſts. 

14. Fifthly, Sacrifices that take away fins, 
and lanaifi thoſe that come theaeunto, 
ought.not to be reiterated ; for the only rea-, 


{ ſon which the Apottlealledgeth, why rhe old- 


E facrifices of the Law.were reiterated ., is be- 


cauſe they could not take away fins , nor 
fandtifie the comers thereunto as: appears by. 
the Text above cited. But the facrifice of: 
y Jeſus Chriſt on the croſs, takes away ſins an. 
F 4 ſanclities 
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104 The Funeral of the Maſs. ' + 
ſanRifiesthoſe that comethereunto : q 
|! fore the ſacrifice of - Jeſus Chriſt on the crafy 
1 onght not to be reiterated, and conſequenth 
| is not reiterated in the Maſs. - | _ .: ih 
4 15. IfJeſus Chriſt did offer himſelfafa 
| crifice on the Croſs that he might ſanftifiey 
for ever,” and purchaſe eternal redemptid 
for us, thenit is evident that. the fruit an: 
efficacy ofthisſacrifice enduresfor ever , ani 
that we muſt haye recourſe to no other ſacri 
{| fice but to that ofthe Croſs: But Jeſus Chriſt 
4! did offer himſelf a ſacrifice on the Croſs, thag 
he might ſanifte us for eyer, and purchaſe 
i eternal redemption for us , as appears by the 
I Texts aforeſaid :* Therefore the efficacy of 
the ſacrifice of the Croſs endures for ever, and 
Ii we mult have recourſe to no other Sacrifice 
| but to that ofthe Croſs. Ina word , either# 
we mnſt confeſs rhat the ſacrifice ofthe Croſs 
hath no vertue to take away ſins, andtoF 
ſanQific us for ever, ( which is contrary to#® 
what the Apoſtle faith:) orelſe ifit hath this 


- 


vertue and ſufficiencie, then Jeſus Chriſt hath# 
offered one.only ſacrifice once for all, and# 
conſequently is not offered dayly in the Maſs 
by the Miniſtry of Prieſts. . 
16, Laſtly, The Apoſtle almoſt through.” 
out the whole Epiſtle to the Hebrews , ſaith, 
thatJeſusChriſt was conſtituted and conſecra-;- 
ted by his Father, High Pricft for cver ; and? 
particularly :.. 
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wy particularly Chap. 7. he ſaith, That many 
were made Prieſts, becauſe they were not 
ſaffered to continue by reaſon of death ; but 
Feſus Chriſt becauſe he continueth for ever, hath 
Jl an unchangeable Prieſthagd; and that he is 
Wl «ble to ſave them to the utte#mnoſt that come un- 
Wl 0 God by him , ſeeing he ever liveth to make 
interceſ$ion for them ; and conſequently he 
@ hath no need of Vicars, -or companions in 

& his Prieſthood. | 

F 17. - In anſwer to theſe Arguments the 

& Romiſh Pottors are wont to fay that the ſa- 

& crifice of the Maſs is the ſame with that ofthe 
Crols, in reſpe& of theefſence of the Sacrfie, 

A the ſame being offered in both, viz. thebody 
and bloud of Chriſt by the ſame Prieſt; vi3.by 

& Jeſus Chriſt. But it differs in reſpe@ of the 
# manner of offering ; for on the Croſs ]ſus 

& Chriſt offered himſelf bloudily, that is, when 
& he ſhed his bloud for mankind;but in thMiaſs 
#© he offers himſelf unbloudily , that is ,ewith- 
& out ſhedinghis bloud , od without dyng : 
> Onthe Croſs Jeſus Chriſt was deſtroyed in. 
nl reſpet of his natural becing , but inthe Maſs 
6; he is deſtroyed in reſpe& of his ſacramental 
# beeing. They add, that all the Arguments 
:z drawn from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, re- 
* ſpe only that bloudy oblation- which was 
= once offered on the Croſs ; but beſides this 
: bloudy facrifice there is another that is un- 
: F'$ bloud y 


\ 


es De OE I 
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- Bondy, which is daily- offered” inflgeM 
Laſti 5 They ſay, that the facrif&e- of 
Croſs is primitive and original , bnr-thiy 
the Maſs reprefentative commemorative; 
applicative of that of the Crof$f asthe Oy 
cil of Trent hath itinit's 22. Shop. 35” 19 
18, To theſe diſtinQorrs, E replF, * 
the ſacrifice' of the Maſs dotlf not differ i 
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( which is but, an. accidental;dyffer 
itdiffers in reſpe& of eſſence too# 


Firſt, Recauſe the vatural death off ul 


_—C © as _ -- — & 


% 


Chriftis of the effence'of: the ſacrifice off 
Crofs : - | But the ſacrifice of the Maſs'M 
Bot comprehend: the natural death of Jl 
Chriſt, for Feſpes Chriſt'dieth#0 more, RY 
6. Therefore the ſacrifice- of the- Maſt 
' not comprelienf. that which isof the'efſthh 
ofthe ficrificeofthe croſs , andconſequei 
differs from, it efentially,  antnotin reſp 
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ofthe manner only.” , © "T9 
'  Secondly', Becauſe the repreſentation off 
thing differs eflentially from: the tHing-repy 
 fented :- For example, The KingsPi&ul 
differs eſfentially from the King, Ao ti 
memorial 'of a thing differs effentially from 
the thing whereof it is, a nzemorial :- Fq 
example , The celebration of the Paſtoyd 
which 'was a memorial -of the Angels fi 
yourable'paffing oyer the houſes -of tl 
| | Iſraclits 
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| | OrtbeMgfeſhad antburiel won 
" Heine , differs. efWitially from that paſ- 
WJ fingover. And-laltly,. the application of as 
thing .difters eſſentially. from it; :: For exam» 
ple, The; application of - a-Plaiſter diffets'eſ-+ 
ſentially from the Baiſter, - Bt accofdingto- 
the determination of the Council'of Trem,.in' 
Seſbionp2. the Tacrifice of the Maſs is repte- 
ſentative, commemorative,” and applicative- 
ofthat ofthe Croſs : Therefore, the. ſacrifice” 
= of the Maſh differs.eflentially from that: of: the) 
® Crols. : Cie ie po tin I we 
& Thirdly; Begauſe the facrifice of the-Grols;” 
is of an infinite yalue ,, and-conſequently-;, 
oughtnotto Ye reiterated”; for its value being 
infinite, it; is. ſufficient to-take away all ſins 
paſt, preſent,. and toconie , as: Bellarrmene- 
ſadith:Book 1, of the Majs. , hap. 4 But the- 
| ſacrifice ofthb Maſsis of: afinite ppice ahd-va+. 
luc! ,; akcordingto- the; (anc Billermine and. 
| other .Roaiſh. Dottors:;: at which we. may! 
{ juſtly-wonderz. ſeing; ,asourAdverſaries ſay, 
$ it differs not from the ſacrifice of the croſs, - 
| cither inreſpe&tiof thething-ſacrificet, orin 
g relpeft of thechiefPrieft,, atd. yet from thele.. 
4 the dacrifice bathiall its price and value. 


* 19. Secondly; I ſaythat.amundloudy-pro- 5 
: pitiatory ſacrifice is afeigned, and'an imagj- ' 
[= nary thing. , and thatthe Argaments drawn 

is from the Epiſtleto the Hebrews , do wholly 
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Firſt, Becauſe it is ſaid, Heb. 9. that with 
out /bedding of bloud there is no remiſsiong 
Gps: Therefore in the unbloudy ſacrifice g 
the Maſs , there can be no remiſljon of ſing 
and confequently it cannot be a propitiator 
ſacrifice for {1n. | 

Secondly, Becauſe Jeſus Chriſt cannot by 
offered without ſuffering ; for the Apoſt 
faith, Heb. 6. Jeſus Chrift offereth not him 
ſelf often, otherwiſe he ſhould often have ſus 
fered : But the ſacrifice of Jeſus Chriſt wi 
{ufferingis a bloudy ſacrifice: therefore therg 
s no unþloudy facrifice. _ 

Thirdly , Becauſe the bloudy facrifice off 
the Crofs, being of an infinite yalue , hatkii 
purchaſed an eternal redemption, Heb. 9. and 
hath taken away all ſins, paſt, preſent, and 
tocome. Whence it follows that there.ig 
no 0ther ſacrifice either bloudy.or unbloudyg 
that can purchaſethe pardon of our ſins, "the 
ſacrifice of the croſs having ſufficiently donei 
if, | F 
Fourthly , Becauſe the juſtice of God re 
quires that ſins ſhal be expiated by the puniſh-K 
ment that is due to them ; and this is ſotrue 
that the wrath of God could not be appcaſcdi 
but by the bloudy and ignominions death of 


the Croſs : Therefore the juſtice of God® 


muſt haye changed its nature.if ſins can be ex-{f 
piated inthe Maſs withont pain or ſuffering. $ 
20, Thirdly, Þ 
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20, Thirdly, To the diſtin&tion of Primi- 

tive ſacrifice, which was offered onthe croſs, 
and repreſentative, commemorative (, and 
pplicative which is daily offered inthe Maſs, 

L reply, Firſt, That what the Council of Trent 
faith in Seſ5i0n 22. viz. that inthe Tuchariſt 
here is a ſacrifice repreſentative, commemo- 
rative,and applicative of that of theCroſs,may 
Wbcar a good ſenſe, viz. that thereisin ita re- 
preſentation , commemoration, and appli- 
Wcation ofthe ſacrifice of the croſs,v7z. a repre- 
Wſcntation , becauſe the bread broken, repre- 
Wſents the body broken ; and-the wine poured 
Winto the cup , repreſents the bloud of Chriſt 
ed for the remiſſion of ſins: a commemo.- 
Wration, becauſe all that isdonein it , is done 


Win remembrance of Jeſus Chriſt and his death 
Faccording to his own command in theſe 
ords; Do this in remembrance .of me, and 


þ* oto what St. Paul ſaith , 1 Cor. 11. 
is often as ye eat this bread , and drink this 
up, yedo ſbew the Lords death till he come : 
Sand anapplication, becauſe the merit of the 
Macrifice of the Croſs is applied to us not only 
&dy the Word, butalſo by the Sacraments, as 
Swe ſhall ſhew hereafter. But our Adyerſa- 
Eries arc not content with this , for they will 
@have it that in the celebration oftheEuchariſt, 
{Mhecreis offered a true and proper ſacrifice pro- 
SPitiatory for the ſins of theliying _ he 
67 ed; 


according 


we 


: t 
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dead , which hath bcen already refitedy 


large. | 7 
Secondly, I fay that the application of 
ſacrifice of the Croſs may be conſ1deredly 
Gods part, 'or on manspart: on Godly pay 
whenhe offers Jeſus Chrift tous, 'withallk 
benefits, botlyin his W-ord.and Sacrameny 
on-mans part, when b; a true and lively fail 
working by love , we embrace Jeſus Chy 
with all his benefits offered to- us: bothin 
Word'and Sacraments, And this. is itttl 
Fells Chrtſtteacheth us , St John 3. inthy 
words, . As Moſes lifted up: the ſerpent int 
Wilderneſs; even- ſo muſt'the Son« of: man 
lifted 'up, (viz. onthe Croſs) thatwhaſoeny 
believethin-hitm ſhould'not periſh ». butchaqgy 
eternal life: Foy God ſo loved: theworld tha 
he gave his owby begotten Sou! , (vis; todin 
that whoſoever believethin kim. ſhould udt ail 
iſh -, but haveeverlaſiing lift: hedothna | 
ſay , whoſoever ſacrificeth hinrinthe Maſs | 
but whoſoeyer belieyeth , ec:  And'W 
Paul ſhewsit clearly in theſewords, God ha 
ſet forth Teſus Chriſt” to: be a propitiatia 
through faith-in his bloud ;. he dothnot:lagfy 
through the ſacrifice ofthe Maſs, but through 
faith. And woereally andtruly apply. the ſaw 
crifice of Chriſtscroſswhen we have recourſli} * 
tohim , as a manapplicsa Plaiſterwhen bd | 
hath recaurſctoit, and laysitonthe waundyy 
hci but k 
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but the recourſe or refuge of a penitent ſinnet 
to the ſacrifice of tne Cr off for obtaining mer- 
cy from God , is nothing. elſe but Faith. As 
Gor thediftintion of the acramental and 'ng\ 
tural beeing of Telus Chrift;ithath been alrea= 
dy dy reflired 7 thes. number. 
© 2x, Iſhall concludethis diſcourſt, with the 
teſtimony of Thomus Aquinas , the moſt fa- 
mous of all the Romi/b Doors , and: called? 
by our Adyerfaries , the: Angelical: Dottor. 
This Thomas in' Pare. 3. Oueſf: $3. Artic. T. 
havingprepoſed this Queſtion , viz Whe- 
ther Chrift be ſacrificed in the Sarreief 
the nackant , he concludes with theſe me- 
morable words, The celebration of this Sq- 
crament # very fitly called a ſacrificing of 
Chriſt, as well Leah it LON 
| of Chriſts Paſsion, as becauſe by this Sacrament 
# we are made partakers of the fruit of the Lords 
| Paſsion. And afterwards he gives his anſwer _ 
| in theſe words: I anſwer, We muſt ſay that 
the celebration of this Sacrament called a 
ſacrificing of Chriſt, in two reſpefts, Firſt, 
| Becauſe ( a5 Auguſtine to Simplicius ſaith) we 
$ are wont to give t0 Images the name of the 
$ things whereof they are images, as when we 
* ſoe Pillures.0n awall, orina frame, we ſay 
this 15 Cicero, that is Saluſt , ec. But the 
I celebration of th.s Sacrament ( as hath been 


WO emve) z5 a repreſentative image of Chriſts 
[2 
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paſsion ; which m__—_ z the true ſacrificiny. 
of Chrift, and ſo the celebration of this Sachgy\. 
went the ſacrificing of Chriſt. Secondly; | 
The celebration of this Sacrament is called thy | © 
ſacrificing of Chriſt in regard of the effett @.:| 
Chriſts Paſsion, becauſe by this Sacrament uf” i 
are made partakers of the fruit of the Loy 
Paſsion. Let the Romaniſts keep to this 
ciſ1on oftheir Angelical Door, and we [hg , 
agree withthem in this point ; for I am configs , 
dent that there is not one ofthe Reformed og ,q 
lgion but will ſubſcribe this true doctrine off 
Thomas Aquinas. $ 
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CHAP. YL. 


| Containing Anſwers t0: the Objeltions of 
| the Romiſh Dottors. 
L 1. FN the two firſt Chapters we have an- 
I ſwered the two principal Objeftions 
| of the Romi/b Doors, drawn from theſe 
t words, This #s my body, &c. and from 
| theſe, he that eateth my fleſh , «nd drinketh 


my bloud, hath eternal life, &c. Now we 
muſt anſwer thereſt. 


Objettion. 1. 
2. The firſt Obje&ion is.this. When 
the eſtabliſhing of Articles of Faith , the In- 
ſtitution of Sacraments , and the making 
Teſtaments and Covenants are in agitation, 
men ſpeak Jum and properly and not ob- 
curely or figuratively : But in the celebra- 
10n of the Euchariſt Teſirs Chriſt eſtabliſhed an 
rticle of Faith, inſtituted the Sacrament of 
he Euchariſt , and ſpake ofa Teſtament and 
Covenant; for it is ſaid ofthe Cup that it is 
he New Teſtament and the New Covenant 
n the bloud of Chriſt ; yea, he ſpake then to 
S difriples, to whom he ſpake in 
lain and proper terms, and not in obſcure 
rms,or in figures or parables, as he did to the 
| cople, Anſwer. 
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Anſwer: 


"*6- this objedtion'V:imſweny1 
That it is falſethat Articles ofF tirh are al | 
exprefled in proper terms in holy Scriptun 
when itis Gi *inthe: Creed that Fe 4 
ſ#terh on the right hand'of God', it iev; 
charthisisa Figure anda Metaphor, fort 
keing K& Spirit” ' hatfi*neither right "hand 
ſefti & alt inter veters| expornd this fittiry 
Godsrichr hai, mmecaphiebcat) Gin 
that Lordſhip bath o of Heayen -and::E 
which he harh received from God his Fath 
as earthly Princes inake- tReir Licuten: 
webkoas they annNintio-anvern iN their 
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to. tit oh the righr {i fi ide. of theni. Ag 
When i it is fai#; * St. Mutth".16; - Vhonl 
Fock T will Build my Church, andthe gate 
Hell.ſhall not prtvail againſt it p imna1 
give thee the Keys. of the kingdom of He's 
and whatſoever thou" ſhalt br on earth} 
be bound in heaven, KC. .' Ft is manifeſt & | 
theſe are Figuves'and Mctaptiors; as Pellarr 
confeſſethiin Book 1.', of the Biſhep of Ro 
chap, 10. and yet itis: chicflyby this paſ 
that they endeayour to prove the Popes 
thority. 
4. "Secondly, I anfver.,” That the livl 
Scripture commonly ſpeaks Sf Sacraments | 
| fgurati , 


; 
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Fourative terms; thus Circumciſion is called 
ods Covenant; Cen. 17. intheſe words 
This i5 my Covenant , every mdteſhaltbe cir- 
umciſed, ' that is, this isthe fign ofthe Cor 


” 9 
> 


renant-, as-appears by the following-verſe, 
« ſhall circumciſe-the fleſh of your forerkin, 
end it ſhall be a toktn of the Covenant between 
e and you: So the Paſchal Lamb iscalled 
he Lords Paſsover , Exod. 12, becauſe 
ebloud of this Lamb ſprinkled ogrthe dore- 
yolks, was orvent as a fignt of 'the Ange 
yvoutable paſling/ aver the honſcs* of 'the 
ſraelites ; 'as-appears by verſe 13. ofthe 
ame Chapter, So Baptiſmiscalled-ehe waſp. 
ns of Regeneration, becanfe it isthe Sacra- 
ent of it, In a word The. Euetiariſtieal 
up is called the New teltament'; Becale it 
sthef19n, ſeal, and facramient ofir:”* © 
 $, Thirdly ,, I anſwer ,, That in hofy 
. 5+ pi > Teſtaments are not always ex- 
refled in proper terms wirhout a Figure'; for 
e Teſtarnent of Fareb , Gen. 49. and that 
ff Moſes, Dent. +33. are nothing fe bur 
chain of. Metaptiors , and other Figpres. 
\nd Civilians will have itthatin Teſtaments 
ve ſhould not regard the proper ſignification 
df thewords ,. but the intention ofthe Teft- 
tor. To thisTadd that. Teſus Chriſt didinst 
hen. make” the New Teſtament: , andthe 
ew Covettant, buronly inftkuted the Seal 


and 
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and Sacrament of them : For thel 
nant was made withall mankind in they 

* of Adamaſter the Fall, when God prg 
him that the ſeed ofthe Woman ſhould 
the Serpents head. This was afterwal 
newed with Abraham , when God pro 
him that in his ſeed all the Nations 
Earth ſhould be bleſſed , viz. in C 
the bleſſed ſeed , who hath deſtroyer 
Kingdom of Satan. After this - it; 
ns) by the bloud of Chriſt ſhed © 
Croſs : Then' it was publiſhed throug 
the World when the Apoſtles had rec 
the Holy Ghoſt. And laſtly ,\Baptiſn 
the Euchariſt are the ſigns, Seals, anf 
craments ofit. | 

6. Fourthly, 1 anſwer , That by 

words, Toſpeak clearly or "5 i 
derſtood , to ſpeak intelligibly , fo thi 
Apoſtles might and ought to underl 
what he ſaid to them , then it is certaiy 
Teſus Chriſt did ſpeak clearly ; for to 
ſacramentally , and according to the; 
uſed in all Sacraments, was to ſpeak cl 
and not obſcurely : But ifby theſe we 
t0 ſpeake clearly , be underſtood to 
without a figur2, thenit is falſethat} 
ways ſpake clearly to his Diſciples , wi 
the calling ofhis Diſciples to whom he (4 
Matth. 4. follow me, and I will mak 

1 
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ers ofi men : And when' he faith elſe 
here; yeare the ſalt of the earth , the light 
the world &c. Tothis Iadd , The Apo- 
es did ask Jeſus Chriſt the meaning of Par- 
les, and other things which they did un- 
rſtand ; and therefore certainly they had _ 

ch more reaſon to ask the. meaning of * 
many ſtrange things as follow from the 
als, from tranſubſtantiation, and from the 

ended preſence of Chriſts body in the 
oft., viz. . how a humane body can bein 
Doint, and in divers placesat once? how 
head of Jeſus Chriſt and his whole body, 
uld be in his mouth ; how accidents can 


W without a ſubjeat'? &c. 


. Laſtly, Seing Jeſus Chritſt ſaid, drink 
all of this cup, all Prieſts, whether Jeſ- 
es, Monks, or.:other Romi/h Doctors, 
puld of neceſſity be conſtrained , really, 
pperly , and without a figure , to drink.of 
cup, whether-melted or not, and really 
{wallow it , until they, ſhould confeſs that 
reare figures in the words of Jeſus Chriſt 
he celebration ofthe Euchariſt. 


Objeftion 2. 


Ys. The ſccond Objettion is this : The 


rament of the Euchariſt is more excellent 
n that of the Paſſover , becauſe the Sacra- 
nt of the Paſloyer is atype of the Sacra- 


ment 
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ment of the Euchariſt,and the thing typi 

always-more excellent then the type ; 
if the Sacrament of the Euchariſt did natf 

contain. the body. and” bloud' of Ghrift 
was only the ſignoofit ,- then it would fg 

that the Sacrament of the Eucharilt-ugl 
not be more excellent then that of thePaf 
nay , the Sacrament of the Paſloyer wi 
be more excellent then that.of the Euchaj 
becauſe. a Lamb .and it's blond-is mbad 
aellent then Bread and Wine ;: and thed 
oba Lamb ,. and the ſhedding of it's bl 

doth-rmuch better repreſent the death.of 
and the ſheding of his bloud on the Croſs} 
Bread broken, and Wine poured intof 
can do. | 4 


NS | Anſwer. 


9. | To this I anſwer., Firſt, Tha 
thing typified by the Paſchal Lamb, is} 
Chriſt , and not the Sacrament of the En 
riſt ; asSt. Paul ſhews clearly , 1 Cor! 
when he calls Tefus Chriſt ourPaſlcver} 
theſe words, Chriſt our Paſſover was cru 


for us. The truth is, a whole Lamb w 


out {pot or blemiſk killed and burnt ton 
the evening, and its bloud ſhed , doth 
well repreſent Jeſus Chriſt perfe& , witl 
lin, puttodeath , and hisbloud ſhed tow 
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xeend of the World , and inthe fulneſs of 
e; butſucha Lamb repreſents nothing of- 
atwhich isſcen in the-Euchariſt. Beſides 
ie Types and Sacraments ofthe Old Teſta- 
nt were inſtituted that. the Faithful of:thoſe 
imes might come to the knowledge ofthe 
ings typified and ſignified, forthe ſalvation 
their ſuuls : But the Faith{ul ynder the 
Id Teſtament never came to the knowledge 
the Euchariſt by the Paſchal Lamb ; and. 
ugh they had-come tothe knowledge of it, 
t they had had no benefit thereby. Ina 
ord, ſcing the Paſſover and Euchariſt 
etypes, images, -and f1gns,of Jeſus Chriſt, 
s very impertinent to fay , that the Paſſoyer 
the type ofthe Euchariſt , becauſe a type is 
2+ properly the type of another type, but 
y. of the thing typified-;. as,the image of 
eſar is not the. image of-another. image of 
eſar ;; but only of CefarHimſelt. - 
10. Secondly , 1 anfwer', that the. ex- 
llence of one Sacrament. above -another; 
ſt be drawn. from its form & efficacie, and 
dt from its matter , becauſe it is form that 
iefly gives. becing to things compelſed of 
atter and form. But the form of Sacra- 
ents depends on-the words of Inſtitution, 
cauſe being ligns cf divine Inftitution, their 
rm can only depend upon the will of God, 
ho chooſcth certain things to {ignifie other 
| things 
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things , and this will of God cannot be ky 4 
but by revelation, wi 

is properly ſaid thay bo y 

Element makes't 1-1 bor 

akhough the Sacratne 

be more excellent then theEuchar iſt inre 
of its matter , becauſe the Paſchal Lamh 


| itsbloud, are more excellent then theR 


and Wine of the Euchariſt;and that the I 
and its bloud have a greater analogje wit! 
ſus Chriſt and his bloud ſhed on ache 


than the Bread and Wine of the Et 


have ; yet the Sacrament of the Euchal 
much more excellent than that of the Pj 
yer in reſpett of its forms , which depen 
the words of inſtitution , becauſe thata 

inſtitution of the Sacrament of the Paſl 
God ſpake not one word of the principal 
for which he did inſtitute it , viz. to. bg 
type of Jeſus Ghriſt and his death. Buta 
inſtitution of the Sacrament of the Euch 
Chriſt declarediwexpreſs terms , that 

inſtitute the cattMbt the bread broken, | 
the drinking ofthe wine,poured| into the; 
to be commemorative ſi igns of himſelf; 
his death. The Sacrament of the Euch 
is yet more excellent than that of the H} 
ver, inreſpect of its efficacy, which dep 


ontwo things, viz. on the form, whid 


ing more manifeſt in the Euchariſt doth: 
ops 
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perate with As clicagy, and alſo becauſe 
repreſents A Nr = D FR, VIJ. the death of 
hriſt. But the kno We of CP alt is 
nore.clear and pe aa ic know coge of 
jings to COME; and ' were more toucht with 
memory of things paſt, when ſome'ſym< 
ple brings them to our thoughts, than 
e conſider things to come, through clouds 
id ſhadows. To this T addthatthe bread 
| wine of the Euchariſt haye a greater ana= 
vie with Jeſiis Chrift than the Paſchal 
amb had, in onereſpeQ; viz. inregardof 
ſpiritual nouriſhment which we receive 
Chriſts death ; for as Baptiſm is the Sacra- 
nt of our Spiritual birth, ſo the Euchariſt 
he Sacrament of our ſpiritual nouriſh« 
nt. Butthisnouriſhment is much better 
reſented by bread and wine , which are 
ordinary nouriſhment of our bodies, than 
a Lamb. OT et oe 
ſtly, I anſwer , Thatit is farleſsin- 
yenient to give ſome prerogative to the 
loyer above Eucharift, hs. to giveit 
More excellent matter and analogie ) than 
»Wſlert the corporal preſence of Chriſt in the 
"ſt, by anunheard of Tranfubſtantiation, 
ich deſtroys the nature of Sacraments, 
Sour Lord a monſtruous body, includes 
orious abſurdities and contradifions, 
givesthe lye to Senſe , Reaſon -, and 
g bolp 
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holy Scripture , as hath. been py 


ture,a- figite knowledge , whereby. if 
know divers things at once. Aid gy 
God hath a virtual infinite extent ; wh 
called immeaſity, - whereby-he fills all 
and all places at once : Therefore God) 
myinicatesor can communicate to the! 
ture, V1z.toa body a finiteextent, wh 
itmay fall diversfpaces , and occupyf 
places at once.  Whence it follow! 
Chriſts body may be in divers. pl: 
the ſame time,viz.in heaven and in thi 
 <Anſ.12.TothisI anſwer, That as Go 
not be in two places (for example, inh 


# ©® oy 
CRISS — - >—y  —_ 
*» en - dd 3 n 


— 
— — 
"# 


* : = " 
- q 
* ” A 4 
R k 
LA = _ nd 
% , _. 
lice —_— _— 

= ax ”—_—— OCOCOs_— _——— —— 

; *. : : 

© + i 
\ , 


C. / 


* 
\ %.: 
a 


| Or the Maſi dedd and bnvied. 123 
andupon carth) without beingin all thoſe pla. 
ces that are between both; (tor then he wrould 
ve diſtant, & ſeparatediaua himſelf) foChriſts 
pody cannot be in tw places , v7x. at 
Paris and. at Rome ,: th Heayen:antid wpon 
zarth inthe hcſt , - without being in/all thoſe” 
llacesthat are between both, for then it would: 
ze diſtant and ſeparated from it felf, whichris' 
mpoſlible; as hath been ſufhciently proved. 
Therefore ſcing Chriſts body is not inall pla-*_ 
s between Par; and Rome: and between 
lIcavenand Earth,; it followsthat it iSnot in 
zeaven and upon earth in the hoſt; nor at:Pa. - 
js and Rome in confecrated hoſts. - So that: 

d makeacreature , for example the body of 
hriſt,. partaker of Gods exteht or immenſi.- 
,itis ſufficient that.as God by hls infinite ex. -/ 

t accupies all, places, ſoChriſts body ſhould : 
y its finite extent occupy ſome place. 'But if 
) make it partake ina-finite degree of this di -.: 
Wc attribute of immenſity, it muſt be in di. 
Ws places, yet it is {ufhcient that it be in di- 
S places ſucceſſively and notat once ; or if 
make it partake of this attribute it muſt be : 
{ diversplaces at once, yet it is ſufficient that: 
k dccupies them by-its* ſeveral parts ; for ex. 
apple, :thatrhe head be in one place, andthe 
6 tinanother, &*c,  Inaword, thatit be ' 
. hout diſcontinuance or ſeparation, as God 
yery where without diſcontinuance, Thus : 
GO 2 the 
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dhe learned, Maſter Braguier then anſk 
and much better, but1 cannot remeibs 
full and compleat agfzyger. "R 


Or. 4. 

73. Theformth Obje&tion is this. If 
vers . bodies may miraculouſly: be 'in'one) 
the ſame place , then-it alſo follows thafi 
body may miraculouſly. be fn diyerspl 
there being no more difficulty or impoff 
tyin the onethan in the other. Butdj 
bodies may miraculouſly be in one- ati 
ſame place z, for - Jefas Chriſt came ir\by 
room where his diſciples were; the dord 
tng ſhut, which he could nothave done 
his body had not penetrated the dores. 
ſides , it isfaid that Jeſus Chriſt was bot 
the Virgin Mary, and cofifequently Ma 
a Virgin both before and: after - his -W 
which could not have been if Jeſus Chrill 
not penetrated her belly and come forthy 
out fraction .or overture. Laſtly , } 
Chriſt penetrated the ſtone that was lai 
his ſepulchre when he roſe again ; and; 


faid that he penetrated the heayens will 
afcended. | 
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Anſwer. 7 

14. To this Ianſwer; Firſt, That iti 
faid that Jeſus Chriſt came in, the dor 
ing ſhut; fortheſc are the words, The ſal 
when it was evenings , and the doyes hi 
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been ſhut for fear of the Iews, Jeſus came, c. 
which words do indeed ſhew the time when 
Jefus came in unto his diſciples , but not the 
manner of his entry by-penetration, but if the 
words be tranſlated, the dores being /hut,and 
that they do import that the dores were not 
Koonod by any body, yet they do not exclude 
he opening of them inthe twinkling of an 
tycby the Pvins power, ith wehave cxam-- 
ples ofthis in holy Scripture : for DAlts S- WC 
I that-the Apoſtle went... gut of priſon, 
though the doors had been faſt ſhut ., bu it is 
Gid that «he 4vgel of God opened them. And 
(fs 12. The door of the priſon opened to St. 
Peter of its own accond ; (that is, without be- 


= 


r heving been /but; which excludenhe open- 
ys nenaby any body, but aot the open. 


pg oped by anybody. And fo it- is aid 
hat us Challt ereered Fhe doors being /hut, 


g of them by a divine power in ſo ſhort a 
e that it was undiſcernable, _ 

Sccondly Ianſwer, Thatthe Virgin Mary 
as a true Virgin both before bas \ her 
livery, ifby beinga Virgin bemeant not to 
aye had the company of a man ; bur it is cer 
ain that Jeſus Chriſt came out of the Virgins 
elly by opening her womb ; for it is frid, 
t. Luke 2. that Joſeph and Mayy carried Jeſus 
briſt to Jeruſalem to preſent him to the Lord ; 
1 is written in the Law, egery male that 0- 
G3 peneth 


. 


& 
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peneth the womb ſhall be holy untg. 
Lord. 'N 
" Thirdly infer , That Jeſus Chrij ! 
not pehetrite theffone that was laid on hif 
pulchre'; for it is ſaid ;, St. Marth. 28. 
the Ang el of God rolled it back from the 
of theſe ſeplere SN © ©... 
* Fourthly T anſwer +, That when itisf 
Heb. 4; that” Jefus' Chriſt penetrated thA 
vens, wemuſt underftan Kr jmpropealyy 
the ſame manner .as it is commonly: 
an Arrow penetrates the Air, that's,” f 
gives way to the Arrow that hens thr 
the Air; and ſo' Jeſus. Chri —_— 
heavens , becauſe the heavens g 
his Body, and not thatthe heqvergan 
dy were in oneand the ſameplace. -1 
'* 15. Allthe Romiſb Doftorsagree w 
that modal accidents (which are ad 1 
but the mannersof the beeing of ſubſtand 
aQtion , paſhon , relation , figure, & 
cannot be without a ſubje& , np not by 
power of God himſelf. Bur' all the obj 
ons by which they endeayour to ptoyE 
the accidents of the bread and wine may 
without a ſubjeR, (that is, without they 
ſtance) do prove the ſame thing of mad; 
cidents too. So that I ſhall not ſtay ng 
os or thoſe Objcftions with their AnfY 
which are ſet down at' large in my dip 
bout the Euchariſt. | 0bjt | 


» 
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. Objettion. 5. 
\ 16. The fifth objeftion is drawn from Mal. 
1. in theſe words, From the riſmng of the Sun 
70 the going down of the ſame my name. ſhal 
be great among the Gentiles ;\ and in every 
lace ſhall they offer incenſe to my name, and 
t uew and. pure offering : 'where by ihis new 
ind pure offering nothing'can be underftood 
t the ſacrifice of the Maſs ; becauſe by this 
Sffering we cannot underſtand. Prayers; 
lms, Contritionof heart; and othergood 
yorks , which are' fometimes in'Scripture 
alled Oblations and Sacrifices, for the Pro- 
phet Malachi promiſeth a new offering. Bur 
Prayers, Alms, and other good works were 
Y-mmon amongſt the Jews; and beſides, 
Wncy of the Reformed Church do believethat- 
| the aftions of the Faithful are pohuted; and 
e Prophet ſpeaks of a pure and clean offe- 
ng. Again, by this offering which Malg- 
pi ſpeaks of, cannot be underſtood Lambs, 
ulls, and ſuch like Animals , which were 
ont to be ſacrificed in Solomons Temple ;* 
cauſe the Prophet promiſtth that it ſhall be* 
feredin every place, even amonegſtthe hea= 
zen. Laſtly ,'By this offering cannot be 
nderſtood the bloudy facrifice which Jeſus- 
hriſt offered on the Croſs , becauſe that: 
oudy ſacrifice was offered but once upon 
ount Calvary'in Judee , andthe Prophet < | 
G 4- ſpeaks 
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Heaks ofan oblation that ſhall be offery 


every place : therefore by thisofffcringy 
be underſtood the facrifice of the body; 
bloud of Chriſt, under the ſpecies of th by 


_ andyine , which. is nothing clſe buzz 


Maſs. b 
Anſw er. ' © { 
I7. TothisI anſwer, Firſt , That by 
offeri | whereof nw ſpeaks , mul 
{ood that ſpiritu Worlh and 
vice which Believers ſhould - perform 
Gad under the New Teſtament , why 
comprifed in that-facrifice which. they$ 
to God, both of thcir-perſons and relig 
ations; an ms is the ore why St. þ 
Rom. 12. ſpeaks thus, Iheſeech you then 
brethren, , b&yxthe merxcies of Goliber 
ſexut your bodzes a:living ſacrifice, holy; 
ceptable unto Cod, which is:your reajag 
ſervice. And chap. 15. ipratiog of theg 
that was given him of God, he faith, its 
ven bin that he ſbould be the miniſter of ] 
Chriſt tothe Gentiles, miniſtring the Goſh 
God, that the- offering up of . the Gepi 
wighete «cceptable , being ſanftified by 
boly Ghoſt. Whendce it appears that by 
oblation whereof :Malachy ſpeaks, wew 
not underſtand the offering of Chriſtsh 
and bloud under the accidents of breads 
Wine, butthe offering up of the perfor 
oY reud 
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religious aftions of. thoſe that ſhould be 
brought unto God by the preachirg. of the 
Goſpel, and particularly the Gentiles 

. -18. Secondly ,.I anſwer , 'That- in the 
whole paſlage of Malachy above cited , the 
words xew-offeringare not to.be found , but 

only clean offering. . And though a new off@- 

ing had been there ſpoken of, yet I fay that 

hings may beſaid to be new. , when being 

oiled and corrupted, _ re reſtoredand - 
nadeſoynd again. But the:ſervice of God 


which had been corrupted under the Law, - 
ras re-eſtabliſhed by Jefus Chrift and his A- 
poſtlesunder the Goſpel , fo that all thig 
were made new ; a new Time , v3 

ime of the preaching of the Goſpel; ancy 


People, viz. the - Chriſtian People ; a new 
place, viz. all parts. of the World, and not 
at Jerwſelem only; ancw' Prayer , vis. the 
LOC Prayer ; new Sacraments 3 VR. 1 

iſm and the Lords Supper ; .a new Preach- 
ng, wicthe preaching of falyation by Jeſus 
_ 19. Thirdly I anfwer that the oblation 
$'pure and clean; 'the ſervice: which is per- 

prmed to him , according to this Word, is 
ure ; the preaching of rhe Goſpel ispure. 
Ina word, the Chriſtian Religion is pure, 
zough there be many failings in thoſe that 
profes 
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 ..1350 . - The” Funeral of the Maſs? 7 
profeſs it. And although the Faithfi 
preſent their bodies a living ſacrifice 
acceptable to God , be compaſſed about! 
many infirmities , and that their reli 
ations'be accompanied with divers fi 
yet their ptrſons and works may be it 
pure andclean in Jeſus Chriſt, in whoſen 
they are prefented to God ; fo that a 
they cannot of: themfelyes pleaſe or Al 
God; yet as they are members of Chriſt, 
are reputed holy before God *:: forit igf 
St. - Petey ſpeaks. of in Epiſt. 1. cha 
who as living ſtones, are built up a ſpin 
houſe , a holy Prieſthood, to offer up ſpi 
Jacrifices, acceptable to God by Feſus >| 
And ſo ournacrificesarea pure and cted 
fering , butit isthrough Jeſus Chriſt ,- 
covers them with his purity and holineſ$ 
tharthe defeAsofthem are not imputed? 
TothisTadd; Thatbefidesthe perfectyy 
which wehaye by the imputation of Cf 
righteoufneſs , ' we have alſo a purity'bl 
by the Holy Ghoſt ; of which St:'* 
Tpeaks Rom, 15. inthde-words, : thi 
Offering of the Gentiles might be acceprabs 
2ng. fanttified by the: holy - Ehoft: © fol 
'which God hath decreed ; Fefus Chrilf 
purchaſed , and the Holy Ghoſt hath bt 
is reputed by God perfe& and compleat! 
St, Paul ſhews clearly the truth of w 


mn _ 
CO - ac 
"7. 
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been ſaid, 1 Tim. 2. 8. in. theſe words, : 
I will that. men pray; every where, lifting up. 
holy hands: , without wrath | and: doubting... 
And Ephef.. 5. Teſws Chriſt loved: the: Chyrch | 
and yave bimfelf for it, that he might ſanitifie 
and cleanſe it with the waſhing of water bythe 

Word , that. he might preſent it to himſelf, 

s glorious Church, - not haviug ſpot or wrinkle, - 
ry any ſuch. thing.; but that it ſhould be holy - 
'7 dwithout blemifh: : TN! PS BOM 6. 


- hid Objettion 6. TE Mes 
20, The fixth ObjeQion is drawnfrom 
en. 14. in theſe words : And Melchifedec 
King of Salem , bringing forth bread and 
line ( for he was a Prieſt) bleſſed him. And, 


om Pſal. 110. andfrom Heb. 7. where 
tis ſaid , Thou art a Prieſt-for ever ; after: 
he order of Melehiſedec . Fronywhich words; 
ur Adyerfaries vgs thus. ' Firſt , They 


ay that Jeſus Chriſt isa-prieſt ; nor ues the 
wrder of Aaron , but after the order of 
ſelchiſedec.; the difference between Aaron - 
d Melchiſedec conſiſting in this , viz. 
xt Aaron and the other Levitical Prieſts of-- 
red bloudy Saerifices;, killing and ſhedding - 
he bloud'of Beaſts which they ſacrificed to 
od asaſign and figure ofthe bloudy facri-. 
zceof Jeſus Chriſt on the Croſs. But Mel- 
piſedes ofiered an unbloudy ſacrifice , . for 
"I 
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,__ when he went to meet Abraham retury 
from the ſlaughter of the Kings , he af 
to God Bread and Wine. And feeir FT. 
Breadand Wine offered to: God by Meigh 
dec were fignsand types of Chrifts bodyy 
bloud , Telos Chriſt was obliged toc fer 
 unbloudyſacrifice, viz. his body and blg 
under the ſpecies of bread and Wine , wi 
hedid at the inſtictution and Celedratic 
the Sacrament of the Euchariſt , thatſo: 
reality of the thing typified _ anſwer thy 
ſhadows and types. Secondly , That } 
though Melchiſedec had brought ally 
bread and Wine for the refreſhment of < 
hamand his Army that returned from 
ſlaughter of the Kings , yet he firſt offere 
to God , -and thei gaye it to-them., tha 
they might partake. of the facrifice of 
and Wine. 'And the reafon ofthis is, bee 
the Scripture ſaith that Abraham rem 
fromthe battel with great fpoils ; am 
which there was meat and drink enoupy 
the refreſhment ofhimfelf and his peol 
alſo it faith exprefly-that Abrahams pe 
had taken ſuch refreſhment as 'was'ng 
fairy before Melchiſedec met them ; '1 
conſequently they had! no need of 
| breadand' Wine which he brought, ex( 
It had been to partake of the ſacrifice of 
breadand Wine which he offered, Thin 


I 
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They ſay this is ftrongly proved by the follow = 
ing words, for he was Prieſt of the moſt bigh 
God, which ſhew the reaſon why Melchiſedee 
 broughtbreadand Wine, viz. tomakean 
oblation or offering of it to God ; for ifhe 
had brought this bread and wine for the re- 
freſhment of.4breham and hispeople,the ſcri- 
pture would hayc ſaid that he had broughe 
this bread and Wine , becauſethat Abrahams 
and his army bting faint and tired,had need of 
meat and drink ; but it- {peaks nothing ofthis: 
onthe contrary. it faith that he brought bread 
andwine , forhewas Prieſt. Fourthly, They 
fay that Feſas Chriſt 5-4 mY ever, after, 
the order of Mechiſedec ; and-ſcing therecan. 
be no Prieſt without a'facrifice; there can 
be no eternal Prieſtwithout an eternal or per- 
petual crifice, But the ſacrifice of the Croſs 
was offered but once, and cannot be reiterat- 
ed , for Jeſus Chriſt dieth nomore, Rom. 6. 
Therefore there muſt be another perpetual 
facrifice in the Church , which Jeſus Chriſt 
offtereth . the hands of Prieſts, which 

anbe nothing elſe but the ſacrifice of the 


Maſs, bot theſacrifice of Chriſts body and 
loud under the fpecies ofthe bread and wine. 
typified 'by the ſacrifice of the bread and 
wine of Melchiſedec. 
| Anſwey. 
21. To this I «nfwer , Firſt, Thatthe 
Hebrew 
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Hebrew word doth not ſ1gnifie brincingl Y 
brought,drew out, cauſed to be brought, 
but our Adverfaries falſifie the Text thus , 
make way for anther falfification,vix.t "4 
theſe words in a Parentheſis(for he w as-Py 
| Inſtead of putting them-withour aParer k 
and he was Prieſt ; ſo that we-'may. ay: 4 
in-.theſe few words they have made- th 
falfifications ; firſt when-they traflate it pra 
os that is bringing , inſtead oftran ath 

t protalit , that is- brought; or drew, au 
vndhy, when' they -trahſlate- it erat. 
facerdos, thatis, forhewas Prieſt, inf 
ofttanſlating it , aud he was Prieſs : ,thirid| 
when they tranſlate it benedixit er, tha 
bleſſed him*, inſtead. of tranſlating it ex: 
xedixit et ,-:thatis ,' aud be oleſfed him; 
fo of three Uifferent propoſitians;' viz.” 
thiſedec alſo brought bread and Wins, x 
he was Prieſt, and he bleſſed him: theyh 
made but one , with a Parentheſis , tl 
Melchiſedec bringing bread aud Wine TC 0 
was Prieſt”) bleſſed him. 

22, © Secondly , :I anſwer that thei 
brew word uſed by: Mofes ,1ignifies com 
ly brought, drew out; cauſed to be brojf 
cauſed to be drawn-out , cauſed to col 
ec. But we mult not ſtray from the prd 
ſignification of words but upon very gl. 

| neceſiry » Which appears not in this Te b 


£ 


. 


p 
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| And although this Hebrew word ſhould fig- 


nifie brought fo offer, & that it ſhould be taken 
for offered , yet our Adyerſartes would gain 
nothing by it}; - for it isnot ſaid inthe Text 
thathdbroughtbread and wineto ofter unto 
God ; Viit we niyft rather expound itthus, 
viz. that he brought breadand wine to offer 
and preſent it to Abraham': And indeed the' 
following words, viz. and bleſſed him, do' 
clearly ſhew it, for the Pronoun Relative him* 
relates to. Abraham , according'to the expo.” 
fition of the Apoſtle ; Heb. 7.  wherehe' 
faith exprefly that” Melchiſedec met Abraham 
ayd bleſſed him. Andalittle after he faith, 


that Melchiſedec blefſed him that had the pro- 


F 


miſes ; and that the leſs is bleſſed of the greater. 
But if theſe words, he brought bread and wine © 
muſt be 'expoynded thus , he offered bread: 
follow that' Melchrſedec bleſſed God and not 
Abraham ; for in theſe words, viz. he 
offered bread and wine-to God, and bleſſed 
- , thePronoun him can relate to none but 
23, Thirdly, Tanſwer ,* That Melchiſe- 
dec brought bread and wine to .4brahamto 
refreſh him and his people, andnot to offer 
unto God, Belarminin Book 1. ofthe Maſs, 
chap. 6, confeſſeth that Melchiſedec brought 


bread and wine to Abraham to refreſh him 
| and 
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and his people , who returned faint and tir 
from the ſlaughter ofthe kings, which.isty 
but he adds that Jeſus Chriſt had offered ity 
God before, which is falſe , and cannot 
proved. Texome in his Epiſtle to Enagie 
writes that the Jews underſtood it that M 
chiſedec mecting Abraham after his yi&tol 
brought bread.and wine to refreſhhimy 
his people. Foſe bus writing this Hiſtof 
faith , that Melchiſedes preſented bread al 
wine to 4braham to retfreſhhim and his 
my. Demaſcine, Book 4. of the Orthod 
Faith, faith that Melchiſedec treated qi. 
ham with bread and wine. Y 
24. Fourthly, The Keaſons of our 4 
yerfaries , mentioned in the Objeftions] 
prove that Melchiſedec brought bread ; 
wine to Abraham that he might partake of 
_ facrificewhich he had offered, axenota 
| fiderable; viz. becauſe gbrahaw reuy 
. from the battle with great ſpoils; and (ot 
was meat and :drink cnough for him and 
people 3 and that they had taken theirreq 
| before Melchiſedec met them, ec. ' 

- Reaſons , I fay , arc inconſiderable ;- 
cauſcalthough .4braham had greatſpoiks 
hereſtored all to the King of Sodom ; 4 

| though hispeople had eaten and drank off 
eric Bag amongſt the ſpoils, yet it is 
faid that 4brahans did cat and drink ;'4 


AL: 


\ 
_ .- 
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though both he and his 204 0m had eaten and 
Su, yet it is not ſaid how long it was ſince, 
and that they had no need of more proviſt. 
on; andthoughthey had no need of more , 
yet Melchiſedec not knowing that they had 
catenanddrank , did , that which prudent 
men are wonttodo , viz. -provide ail that 
may be needful in caſe of necethty._ - 

' 25. Fifthly, I anſwer, Thattheprincipal 
reafon which our Adverfaries bring to prove 
chat Melchiſcdec offered unto God: bread and 
wine, viz. becauſe itis inthe Hebrew Text - 
he was Prieſt , is a manifeſt falfification ;' 
for it is in the Hebrew text, and he was Prieſt. 
Alfo the oldLatine Interpreter,and the Greek: 
Septuavint tranflate it as we do ,- vi3; ara 56 
was Prieſt : and. it. is very probable thatthis 
6, rag been corrupted iri Jeroms Latine 
Tranflation, 'becanfe inhis Hebrew Queſti- 
ons, and in bis Epiſtle to Evagrins, he tran- 
Hlatesit, and he was Prieſt. St. Cyprian in 
his Epiſtle to Ceclius,and St. .{uguſtine Book. 
. of Chriſtian Doftrine , chap. 21. andelſc 
here, tranflate it, and he was Prieſt. So that 
although the Hebrew particle ufed by Moſes 
lo ſometimes ſignifie ,- fox , yet ſcing that 
doth its proper and common fignification is 
nd ; and that for one place where it figni- 
es for, there area thouſand at leaſt where it 
Ignifics 4y4 ; and that there is nothing that - 
bg: _ * © obligeth 
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The Fant of FY: Maſs, 
obligeth us to tranſlate it for; it is ev} 
that the Argument of our Advyerfaries i: is 
force at all. Therefore it is more pertit 
to refer theſe words, and he was Prieſt | 
what follows, viz. and bleſſed him, thas 
what goes before , viz. brought Brea ( 
wine. For as Melchiſedec, being a libg 
King brought bread and wine to Abrahay 
refreſh him and his people ; ſo, as he wy 
Prieſt much more excellent than Abrahi 
| bebleſſed him. | And though .it ſhould, 
tranflated, for he was Prieſt, yet it wouldy 
follow that Melchiſedec* did ſacrifice bt 
and wine unto God ; for it mig tbe fads 
Moſes would ſhew- the reaſon ofthe gooe 
of Melchiſedec toward Abraham, 11. 1 
yery-fit- that he that was Prieſt of then 
high God , ſhouldteſtifie his nh 
eminent a ſeryant of God as was Abrahs 
by preſenting bread and wine to him, wl 
of he thought there was need. 
"26. Sixthly, Lanſwer, That fromwh 
faid , P/a!, 110. and Heb. 7. viz. that | 
Chriſt isa Prieſt for ever, .it will not fo] 
that he. muſt offer himſelf every day in 
| Maſs , under the ſpecies of bread and wi 
by the miniſtry. of Prieſts; for the Ape 

writing to the Hebrews, placeth the perpe 
ty-of the Prieſthood partly in- this , v3.4 
there is' no need he ſhould be ok 
mc 
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| { Or theMaſs dead and buried. 139 
more , ſceing by one oblation he hath conſe. 
crated for gyer thoſe thatareſanQified ; and 
artly in this, Vi... thar-being exalted far 


above the. bfayens , he interceedscontinually 
orus; for the Prieſthood: conſifts in certain 
anions, and in the virtue and cfhicacy.of 
hem, © And freeing there are two parts of 
:hriſts Prigfthogd , whereof one relatcsto 
he oblatign. ofhimfelf, which he offered op 
heCrols; and the other tohis interceſſion,itis 
certain thatthe virtue and efficacy:of the gb- 
lationis eternal, and that the inteceſlion will 
continue unto the end of the W orld. | 
_ 27. Seyenthly,I anſwer, That in all the holy 
Scripture where the Prieſthood of Melchiſedec 
s ſpoken of, three.things only are miettjorie,i 
ff him,viz. that he was a Pricft, that he wasa 
Prieſt for ever, & thathe was ſo withan oath, | 
xccording to the application: that is made of it 
o Jeſus Chriſt, in Pſal. 110. and Heb.7. in theſe 
yords, TheLord hathſworn and will not repent, 
hou art a Prieſt for ever, after the order of Mel. 
hiſedec , but there. is nothing at all ſpoken 
f the ſacrifice of Melchiſedec , nor isit ſaid 
herein it did conſiſt : for as it was fit that all 
e offices which we find, were born by the 
reateſt Kings, Prieſts, and Prophets under the 
Id Teſtament , ſhould be colle&ed in the 
on of the Meſ$iah;which was done by pro- 
oling them as typs'& figures of Jeſus agua 
al 
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140  . The Funeral of the Maſt, 
 andthat the moſt illuſtrious type was N 
edec ; ſoit was more expedient not td 
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'bloud under the ſpecies of bread and' 

'theſearchumane inventions, and arek 
ed neither on Scripture nor Reaſon A 
the contrary , the Apoſtle writing to th 
brews , placeth the difference betweal 
Prieſthood of Melchiſedec,and that of yo 
anditslikeneſs to that of Chriſt in quits 
ther thing. Firſt ; he is called Melchy 
which bcing interpreted (as the Apo 


Or the Maſs dead and buried. 1441 
eb. 7.) is King of righteouſneſs ; and then 
King of Salem, that is, King of Peace; and 
ercin he yery well repreſents our Lord Jeſus - - 
Chriſt , who istruly King of righteouſneſs, 
not only Becauſe he is eons, and was 
ways without ſin; but alſo becauſe by his 
: ifRtion he hath purchaſed righteouſnels. | 
Dr us, being made unto us of God righteouſneſs. 
eisalſo truly King of peace, in that he hath | 
xconciled met unto God, 'made their peace 
ith the Angels,and hath particularly recom- 
mended peace to them. As for Aaron, and: 
dther high Prieſts, they were no Kings, much 
efs are the Prieſts of the Romi/h Church fo, 
nd conſequently cannot be after the order of 
Melchifedec , and they that haye written the 
ves of the Popes hayc ſufficiently declared 
yhat righteouſneſs and peace they have pro 
d for the true and faithtul ſervants of Te- 
Chriſt, as Iſhall ſhew at large elſewhere. 
econdly, the Apoſtle Heb. 7. repreſents Mel- 
hiſedec to us as a man come from heayen, 
ithout father without mother , without de- 
ent, having neither beginuing of days, nor 
kd of life : notthathe wasreally ſucha one, 
t becauſe Moſes hath wholly concealed. 
om us his Father, Mother, Deſcent, Birth 
nd Death , that he might be the type of 
hriſt , who was without Father , as heis 
lan; without Mother , as God; without 
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ach of Aaron, and other High Px 
exattly deſcribed by Moſes.  Andther 


neverany Popes, Biſhops, orPriefts ; -w 


Parents, Birth, and Death, werenotk 


der of Melchiſedec. Thirdly » The Ap 
adds, that Meldhiſedec being made bi 
the Sox of God, abideth. a Prieſt for 
becaiiſe Moſes makes no mentionof lis ; 
nor of any one that ſucceeded him inhy 
eſtly office ; that ſo he might be the ty 
Jeſt Chriſt *; who never left hips 
office , but will exerciſe it un W» 
end of the World, always interceedin 
hoſe that are his, by preſenting hisſaf 
fo God the Father continualy. As for 
and other Prieſts, they are dead,, *an 
had ſucceſſors. And the Popes, Bilh 
ind Prieſts, die daily, and haye ſaccelſ 
ind-ton ſequently are not after the ordg 
Melchiſe Gr Fourthly .,* 'The Apolle 
| ſkewiſe, that Melchiſedec took tit thei 
7a and adds that elchede bleffl 

that had thePromifes , VIR. Abjaham 
the leſs is bleſſed ofthe greater. '- When 
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of Abraham , and bleſſed him . p ed Levi, Y # | 


and all the Prieſts in hisperſon, 'wasmote. 
excellent then Abraham , Levi, and all the 
Yiefts. © In which. reſpe& he' was'aty peck. 
Teſus Chriſt , who was infinitely more excel- 
tent thett Abraham and all his ſucceflors; be- 
cauſe he in whom all the promiſes were ful- 
Hed, mult needs be incomparably more ex- 
cdllent than he that receivedithem only. ' Bur 
f do not believe that the Prieſts of the Romi/® 
hurch are ſo bold asto prefer themſclyesbe- 
fore Abraham , the Father of the faithfull, in 
hoſe ſeed all the Nations of the Earth are 
lefled ; and conſequently are not after the 
rder of Melchiſedec. Fifthly, The Apeſtte 
ever ſpake of the ſacrifice 0 Melchi PE ap , fo 
far washe from comparing it with the ſacri- 
fice of Jeſus,Chriſt , asbeing likeit , or with 
hat of Aaron , as beifg ante it ; if that all 
hat our Adverfarics ſay ofit, is nothing elſe 
put meerhumane inyention, 

29. _ Iconclude my anſwer with this Ar. 
pument , Teas Chrilt hath offered no facri- 
hce butakier the order whereof he was eſtabli. 

eda Prieſt. Buthe was eſtabliſhed a Prieſt 
after the order of Melchiſedec only , as. the 

poſtle obſerves. . Therefore he hath offered” 
o ſacrifice but afir the order ofMelchi ſeder : 
Put (according to the Romiſh Doors) there 
35 no other lacrifice atter the order ot Melchi- 
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- dur that oft 
the Roniſh Doors ) Telus 
1 no other ſacrifice ,, butt 
And ſeing (according tath 
the Maſs isan unbloudyV3 v 
- 375 ws that Jeſus Chriſt hath © Fes 
x Luce: . but an CY 
tquently he hath not offered a 
cc on athe Croſs, which is blaf 
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